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House of Representatives

The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Monday, April 27, 2009, at 12:30 p.m.

The Senate met at 11 a.m. and was
called to order by the Honorable RoO-
LAND W. BURRIS, a Senator from the
State of Illinois.

PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

God of our destinies, guide our Sen-
ators this day by Your higher wisdom.
Watch over them and use their work
for Your glory. Lord, replace fear with
faith, pessimism with hope, and error
with truth. May these lawmakers be-
come Your instruments for enabling
justice to roll down like waters in this
land we love. Give them serenity to ac-
cept what can’t be changed, the cour-
age to change what they can, and the
wisdom to know one from the other.

Lord, we also ask You to comfort the
many who mourn Steve Mosley’s
death. Be near to Michelle and Steven,
Jr., and all of his loved ones.

We pray in the Redeemer’s Name.
Amen.

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Honorable ROLAND W. BURRIS led
the Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will please read a communication
to the Senate from the President pro
tempore (Mr. BYRD).
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The assistant legislative clerk read

the following letter:
U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, DC, April 24, 2009.
To the Senate:

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3,
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby
appoint the Honorable ROLAND W. BURRIS, a
Senator from the State of Illinois, to per-
form the duties of the Chair.

ROBERT C. BYRD,
President pro tempore.

Mr. BURRIS thereupon assumed the
chair as Acting President pro tempore.

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized.

SCHEDULE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following
leader remarks, if there be any, there
will be a period of morning business
with Senators allowed to speak for up
to 10 minutes each. There will be no
rollcall votes today. The next vote will
occur at 5:30 on Monday. That vote will
be on the motion to invoke cloture on
the Fraud Enforcement and Recovery
Act.

We have a few matters of business
today. I am going to rule XIV a hous-
ing bill. I have spoken with the Repub-
lican leader as to how we are going to
move forward on that, and I think that
has been fairly well determined. We
will do that as soon as we get rid of the
fraud enforcement legislation and a

nomination or two. We should be able
to move to this on Wednesday or so of
next week. It is something we have
been wanting to go get to for some
time. There will be a vote on the bank-
ruptcy aspect of housing—the so-called
cramdown language. Senator MCCON-
NELL and I have spoken about how to
proceed on that and the rest of the bill.

Next week should be an interesting
week. Wednesday, sometime, we will
interrupt whatever we are doing to
complete the conference report on the
budget. Senators GREGG, CONRAD, and
MURRAY were appointed as conferees on
that, and they will be working over the
weekend. Most issues have been re-
solved, but there are some that have
not.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I assume
the Chair would want to announce the
morning business hour.

———

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.
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MORNING BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will proceed to a period of
morning business, with Senators per-
mitted to speak for up to 10 minutes
each.

——————

COMMEMORATING THE 94TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE ARMENIAN
GENOCIDE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, today I rise
in honor of the victims of the Arme-
nian Genocide, as we mark the 94th an-
niversary of this horrific tragedy.

On April 24, 1915, the Ottoman Em-
pire began a campaign of forced depor-
tation against the Armenians. Around
2 million Armenian men, women, and
children were driven from their home-
land, 1.5 million of whom were killed.
Hundreds of thousands were massacred
outright, while others perished from
forced marches, deliberate starvation,
and epidemics that ravaged through
concentration camps. Yet despite an
outcry of condemnation by Great Brit-
ain, France, Russia, and the United
States, no action was taken against
the Ottoman Empire, as the first geno-
cide of the 20th century continued.

Today, the thriving, vibrant Arme-
nian community in the United States
is a testament to their endurance and
strength. Yet we can never forget the
loss and sacrifice of previous genera-
tions. Earlier this week, we also paid
tribute to those killed in the Holo-
caust, and together, these anniver-
saries mark this week as a solemn re-
minder of what can occur when preju-
dice and hatred go unchecked. Just as
we cherish the memories and stories of
the Armenians persecuted by the Otto-
man Empire and their survivors, so
must we also honor them by recommit-
ting ourselves to combat intolerance in
all its forms.

In my own home State of Nevada, I
am proud to represent thousands of Ar-
menian-Americans, many of whom
gathered to commemorate the 94th an-
niversary of the Armenian Genocide
this past weekend in Las Vegas. I con-
gratulate the Armenian American Cul-
tural Society of Las Vegas for yet
again organizing such a successful and
meaningful event. This is a wonderful
opportunity for the Armenian-Amer-
ican community and their supporters
to come together in our State, which I
am pleased is one of at least 40 other
States who have recognized the Arme-
nian Genocide.

I extend my best wishes to the Ne-
vadan Armenian-American community
back home and thank them for their
many contributions to our great State.

I thank the Chair, and I suggest the
absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I would like to address the Sen-
ate.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator is recognized.

NASA

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, there are so many things I would
like to talk about, not the least of
which—which I will not confine my re-
marks to—is our space program, which
is adrift.

The White House continues to delib-
erate on who should be the adminis-
trator of NASA. The previous adminis-
tration starved NASA to death by ask-
ing it to do too much with too little.
The result of that is that now NASA is
coming to the end of the life of the
space shuttle, as we complete the con-
struction of the International Space
Station. With the remaining nine
flights—and those nine flights NASA
thinks it can get in during the next
year and a half, but they can’t—we are
going to have to fly the space shuttle
into 2011, and we ought to do that de-
liberately and slowly to make sure we
don’t sacrifice safety.

At the end of that time, upon the
completion of the space station—the
International Space Station, with com-
ponents from a number of countries
around the world and something that is
larger than two football fields long, 200
miles into the cosmos, circling the
globe at 17,5600 miles an hour, with re-
search laboratories, with habitation
modules for the astronauts and cosmo-
nauts on board—the United States,
when we shut down the space shuttle,
will not have a manned vehicle because
we didn’t have enough money for the
development of the new vehicle—the
new rocket, the Aries—and so we are
going to have a gap and we will have to
rely on the Russians. We will have to
buy a ride on their spacecraft in order
to get to our space station, which is a
$100 billion investment.

Now, that is the sad state of affairs,
and that is where NASA finds itself.
NASA is adrift because it doesn’t have
a vigorous leader, appointed by the
Obama administration, to take charge;
someone who understands space flight,
who understands management, who un-
derstands aeronautics. By the way, aer-
onautics is the first “A” in NASA—the
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration. NASA does not have a
leader as yet who understands how to
motivate people and capture the spirit
of the American people, which is that
we are explorers and adventurers by
nature. There is not a heart in America
that does not beat more quickly when
they think of the potential we have in
the cosmos and the exploration of new
worlds.

Look at what the Hubbell space tele-
scope has done for us. How do you
think we have been able to have the
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revelations from the Hubbell space tel-
escope? It is because we have been able
to send astronauts out there when it
could not even see because it had an in-
correctly ground lens when we
launched it, over a decade and a half
ago. We sent astronauts there to repair
it in orbit.

Lo and behold, in 2 weeks another
flight with astronauts will go to the
Hubbell space station, will repair it,
will give it new instruments, and for
the next 2 decades it will continue to
peer into the universe and unlock those
secrets about where did we come from
and when did it happen and how are we
positioned in this universe that is so
vast, so infinite that our human minds
cannot even grasp. That is the excite-
ment of the future.

Yet NASA is adrift. I call on the
White House to please put in an admin-
istrator of NASA who is a leader, who
understands space, who understands
how to motivate people and who can
capture the American spirit and help
inspire, standing by our President who
wants it, a vigorous space program.

I did not come here to speak about
that, but I get pretty exercised because
I have been the beneficiary of being a
part of this space program. I do not
like what I see now and I do not like
what I have seen in the last 5 years. I
have said so on the floor of this Senate,
over and over. The more we try to get
additional funding in the budget to de-
velop this new rocket—and we were
successful in the Senate—the more we
would have our legs cut out from under
us by the previous White House budget
office because they kept starving
NASA of funds. That has led us to
where we are today.

I personally know our President is a
space aficionado. We have talked about
it hours on end. I know he wants us to
have a vigorous space program. I know
President Obama understands how to
accomplish the very thing he wants to
do with young people, in getting them
educated and particularly educated in
math and science and engineering.
Look to history. Look at what hap-
pened in the Apollo program when
young people by the thousands starting
going into math and science and engi-
neering because they were challenged
by what we were doing in the cosmos.
We can do that again if the President
will give the full support to the space
program and if he will put the right
leader in NASA.

I came today to speak about another
subject, but I do not think there is a
much more important subject at this
time. With all the problems facing this
country—the economy, the national se-
curity situation—you have to tend to
your Kknitting. America’s space pro-
gram and America’s preeminence in
space—that we do not lose the high
ground—is a highly important issue,
high among the items on the agenda to
which this country must attend.
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CHINESE WALLBOARD

Mr. NELSON of Florida. Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish to talk about something
else that is afflicting this country. A
lot of people don’t know about this, but
we have to get it front and center. One
of the exports coming from China into
the United States has been drywall.
Drywall is the boards that you put up
on the studs when you build a house.
Normally what it is is a material called
gypsum. Gypsum is a byproduct in the
mining and manufacturing of phos-
phate. A lot of that phosphate goes
into fertilizer but a byproduct of that
is gypsum. And gypsum, put into the
form of a flat sheet with thick paper on
either side, in boards about 10 feet high
and about that wide, is called wall-
board. In the modern construction of
houses, when you build a house and you
divvy up the rooms and you put up
these studs to be a wall and you put in-
sulation in there, and then on the out-
side of the studs you put the wallboard
and then you put a finish over the wall-
board and you paint that, that is the
wall of a house.

The problem is that wallboard that
has been imported into this country
from China is defective because it has
contained some kind of organic com-
pound that is having absolutely disas-
trous effects in people’s houses. When
you compare a piece of this wallboard
from China with wallboard from Amer-
ica that is gypsum, you can actually
see the difference. Gypsum is dry. It is
absorbent, which is what you want for
a wall if there are contaminants or va-
pors in a house. But this Chinese wall-
board is giving off vapors.

What do we find in our houses? This
is not only in Florida, this is all over
the southern United States. They have
discovered it in Louisiana. They have
discovered it in California, in Texas,
they have discovered it in Georgia, and
some people are now discovering it in
the Atlantic coast, the north Atlantic
region of the United States. What they
are discovering is that, first, you walk
into a house with Chinese wallboard
and you notice a smell. It is a different
smell. It is pungent. Some people call
it like a rotten egg smell. As I have
gone into these homes over the course
of the Easter break back in Florida, to
me the smell is not so much rotten
eggs but you detect the smell of sulfur,
but it starts searing the nasal pas-
sages.

I am kind of like a canary in the coal
mine because my respiratory system is
very sensitive to these kinds of things,
for example, mold and mildew. I will
get congested if I walk into a home
with mold and mildew and I will start
coughing. When I walked into those
homes a week and a half ago in Flor-
ida, the same thing happened to me. I
would only be in the home 10 minutes
and my nasal passages started to con-
strict, my voice got scratchy. I started
to get what we call getting clogged up.
I started hacking and wheezing, my
eyes started watering.

Lo and behold, that is happening to
these homeowners. This is their home.
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This is their life investment. Now,
through no fault of their own, they are
finding out they have a part of their
home that is now irritating their res-
piratory system and in some cases
their family members have had to go to
the hospital and in other cases their
pediatricians are telling them to get
their children out of those houses. The
family has vacated the home, their life
investment—vacated. Hopefully they
have some relatives they can go live
with, and in some cases they do not.
You can imagine the financial burden.

What else are these homeowners tell-
ing me? They are telling me that in the
homes, these vapors that are being
emitted are suddenly corroding any
kind of metallic substance in the
home. I went into homes where 1
looked at the air conditioning unit and
the coils on the air conditioner are
completely corroded and the home-
owners tell me over the course of the
last 4 years they have had to change
the air conditioner three times because
it is not only a corrosion, it is eating
through the coils.

I took a screwdriver and I went over
to one of the copper pipes on an air
conditioner unit and I started scraping
it. It was completely soot black. Cop-
per, when it ages, turns green. Not this.
I started scraping off that soot black
exterior and, sure enough, there was
the copper underneath. And the coils
that were metallic on the air condi-
tioner, of some other metal, had been
corroded through. And here is this
homeowner and that homeowner and
that one over there who have had to re-
place the air conditioner three times in
the last b years. It is unbelievable.

I talked to a husband and wife in one
of the homes. In this case I went to
homes down near Fort Myers. I went to
homes near Bradenton. I went to
homes near West Palm Beach. The cou-
ple had been on a cruise to Mexico in
January. They bought a beautiful sil-
ver bracelet. You know that silver will
tarnish over time. You have to polish
it up. In this case, that silver bracelet
had been in the house for 1 month and
it was black as soot. These vapors that
are coming off whatever this organic
material is in the Chinese drywall are
making people sick, their houses are
uninhabitable, their appliances, includ-
ing the dishwashers, are corroding, and
their life investment in their home is
going up in smoke. That is not right.

Needless to say, there is a bunch of
lawsuits. But who are they going to
sue? They are going to sue a Chinese
wallboard manufacturer who is in
China. Maybe there is a distributor
here. We have a U.S. Government and
there is an arm of the U.S. Government
called the Consumer Product Safety
Commission. This, by the way, is the
same Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission that was letting in all of those
defective Chinese toys that were Kkill-
ing our children, 2 and 3 and 4 years
ago. So last year the Congress, bipar-
tisan, reformed the Consumer Product
Safety Commission. The Consumer
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Product Safety Commission, in the re-
form of this legislation, has the au-
thority, No. 1, to stop the import of
this Chinese drywall and also exact a
recall of this product.

But has the Consumer Product Safe-
ty Commission done it? No. To their
credit, they sent in an investigation
team, and that investigation team re-
ported to the staff of the Senate yes-
terday. I happened to go and talk to
them. So I asked them three questions
yesterday. I said: How harmful is this
stuff?

And they said: We do not know.

And I said: Well, you are doing an in-
vestigation.

Well, it is going to take us a while.

Well, did you see the same effects?

A member of that investigation team
concurred with what I have just shared
about how it affected his respiratory
system, his eyes were watering, he was
clogging up, and so forth.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent for an additional 5 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. So as of yes-
terday, they did not have a conclusion.
I would urge them to hurry their con-
clusion. They ought to be doing this in
conjunction with the EPA and the Cen-
ters for Disease Control because if this
thing is in what we think it is, 100,000
homes in this country—and perhaps
half of those are in Florida because
that is where a lot of the building was
going on in the aftermath of the four
hurricanes that hit Florida in 2004—if
this is in 100,000 homes, we have a real
problem.

You cannot get the home builders.
Look, most of them are financially, if
not bankrupt, down to their last pen-
nies as it is. There has to be someone
financially responsible, and you cannot
expect the homeowner to bear this
cost. But what about the effects on
their health?

Well, as of yesterday, they did not
have an answer. So then I asked them:
Well, you have done an investigation.
How widespread is it?

They said: We do not know.

Well, we better start knowing.

So I said: Well, since you do not
know how harmful it is, and you do not
know how widespread it is, what are
you going to do about helping home-
owners?

They said: We do not know.

Well, a number of us, Senator
LANDRIEU, Senator VITTER, both of
them from Louisiana—because a lot of
this drywall came into Louisiana
through the Port of New Orleans, they
are getting the same Kkind of com-
plaints from their State that I am get-
ting from the State of Florida.

We can file legislation that will sug-
gest what to do. It is too bad we have
to file legislation because the CPSC
has the legal authority under the law
to ban the import of this wallboard and
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to exact a recall and to freeze the as-
sets of the companies that are attrib-
utable to that drywall that is manufac-
tured in China. They have that author-
ity.

If they are not going to act on that
authority, then the Congress is going
to have to act for them. That is the bill
Senator LANDRIEU and Senator VITTER
and I and others also who have joined
have filed.

I thank the Senator from Oklahoma,
Mr. INHOFE, our dear friend. I did not
even know this, but the Senator must
have heard some of this problem in his
State of Oklahoma. This is a problem
of monumental proportions.

I will close by saying, because of that
report yesterday from the staff of the
commission to the staff of the Senate
committees, there are a couple of news
articles today: ‘“‘Drywall Clamor Is In-
tensifying.”” Another headline cries
out, ‘‘Agency Outlines Strategy To
Deal With Chinese Drywall.”” Another
headline cries out, ‘‘Efforts On Chinese
Drywall Fix Too Slow.”

I close with this: Put yourself in the
place of the poor homeowner. They are
there with their children. This is their
dream home. They have put all of their
assets into their home. They are cur-
rent on their mortgage, and suddenly
they start realizing the symptoms they
and their children have had over the
last several months, and in some cases
years, is attributable to this. They now
understand why they have replaced
their air-conditioning unit three times.
They now see why they cannot keep
their silver polished. They now know
why the refrigerator metal and the
dishwater metal is constantly cor-
roding, and their pediatrician is telling
them to get their child out of that
house. As a result, they have vacated
their dream home.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s time has expired.

Mr. NELSON of Florida. So I close by
saying my plea to the Senate is to in-
sist, if we have to, through the passage
of this legislation, to address this prob-
lem head on. It is a major problem fac-
ing the people of this country.

I yield the floor.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my
understanding that I have 1 hour. I did
not mind the Senator going over. I was
enjoying the comments of my friend
from Florida. But I want to make sure
I still have that hour.

I ask unanimous consent that I do.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

——————

GUANTANAMO BAY

Mr. INHOFE. Let me say this to my
friend from Florida. Coincidentally, I
was talking to my friend, Senator
VITTER, who went over this with me. I
have instructed my staff to add me to
the Senator’s bill as a cosponsor.

As the Senator from Florida will re-
member, he and I have agreed on a lot
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of the problems we are having today
with China; for one thing, the threat
that is out there, both in terms of en-
ergy and military buildup. I have been
very much concerned as I go through—
and my friend from Florida and I are
both very active in trying to get things
done in Africa—as we go through Afri-
ca, individually or together, we notice
one of the major things we see taking
place there, particularly in the area of
the Sea of Guinea and other places in
Nigeria where they have huge oil re-
serves, is the Chinese are building all
of these new and shiny bridges and all
that, which is competing with us since
we have the same problem they have in
terms of a lack of energy.

So I would enjoy joining him in some
of these problems we see that we are
having with China.

I wanted some time this morning. I
actually have four causes going on
right now. I am not going to have time
to address all four of these. But I will
just briefly say what they are, then I
will start with the one I think is the
most critical right now. First of all,
one of my causes is having to do with
Guantanamo Bay.

The fact that people are talking
about closing it, President Obama has
stated—actually in his inaugural ad-
dress he did not, but then later on said,
yes, we are going to close it in spite of
the problems that would come to us if
we did close it.

I am anxious to have time on the
floor to talk about the frequent visits I
have made to GITMO. One of the few
good deals the Government has today
is Guantanamo Bay. It might be that
the Presiding Officer is not aware of
the fact. It is one of the good deals out
there. We only pay $4,000 a year, the
same thing we paid in 1903, for the use
of this great facility.

There has been no evidence of any
kind of abuse of prisoners or detainees.
They have a judicial center that is un-
like anything in the United States.
These are tribunals.

We cannot put these terrorists, these de-
tainees, into our prison system. That is not
going to work. If it does, I would like to
know which Member of the Senate wants to
have those detainees housed in their own
State. I am sure the Presiding Officer is not
excited about having them in Illinois. I am
not excited about having them in Oklahoma.

What would happen is, anyplace
where they would be detained in the
United States would be a magnet to
terrorist activity. But I hope I will
have a chance to talk about that.

CLIMATE CHANGE

The next thing would be on some of
the recent developments in what they
used to call the global warming prob-
lem. Since we are in the fifth year of a
cooling period, they are trying to
change that to ‘‘climate change.” But
this is something a lot of people in this
body are pursuing.

I would say this: There are not the
votes for a major tax increase. A cap
and trade on carbon would now con-
stitute somewhere between $350 and
$400 billion each year as a tax increase,
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and it is something that would not ac-
complish anything.

In fact, if there are a few people still
remaining out there who believe global
warming is caused by carbon dioxide
and we need to restrict it in some way,
let’s keep in mind, if we do something
unilaterally in the United States of
America, then what few manufacturing
jobs we have left in this country are
going to go to places where they can
provide energy in places such as China
and Mexico, where they have no re-
strictions on emissions on CO..

So I would only say I hope we have
time to talk about that.

TARP

The last thing is TARP, the program
that started here. I was critical of the
Bush administration back in October
when then the Secretary of the Treas-
ury came along and talked about, well,
we have to have $700 billion to buy
damaged assets. I looked at that thing
and read it. There was nothing in there
that compelled the Secretary of the
Treasury or the President to use that
$700 billion for anything. There is no
accountability to Congress. It is un-
precedented.

So I was criticizing the Bush admin-
istration, only to find out it was Tim
Geithner, who is now the Secretary of
the Treasury, who was behind this
whole thing. He started the Bear
Stearns problem. So I no longer criti-
cize the Bush administration and Hank
Paulson.

But, nonetheless, if you stop and
think, it is so hard for me and for other
people to envision what $1 trillion is or
$100 billion is. The $700 billion, if you
will do your math, you take the num-
ber of households who file tax returns
and pay taxes and that is $5,000 per
household. That is shocking when you
tell people.

A lot of people who voted for that in
the first place, in fact, 75 of the Sen-
ators who voted for that monstrosity
back in October now are regretting
that they did. Their comments are,
well, they lied to us. They said that
was going to be used for damaged as-
sets.

They did lie to us. They flat lied.
They never had any intention of using
that money to buy damaged assets.
Now, after they have bailed out several
banks and put billions of dollars in
banks, now they are saying, well, we
need to buy damaged assets. Well,
where were they when the problem was
there?

I do want to talk about that and will
be talking about that in a lot of detail
as time goes by.

——

MILITARY BUDGET

Last Monday, I did not have much
time on the Senate floor to get into the
problem that I see, and the problem
was with the announcement that was
made by Secretary Gates, the Sec-
retary of Defense. It happens by coinci-
dence that I was in Afghanistan when
that happened. I was looking around



April 24, 2009

and I saw the Bradleys going back and
forth and the helicopters and these
kids getting ready to go on their pa-
trols and I was thinking: Wait a
minute. Why is the President of the
United States gutting the military
right at a time when we are at war?
This has never happened before.

So I did a YouTube from there. I
talked about the problems I had with
the announcement made by Secretary
Gates. I had to say, and I will repeat it
over and over during the course of this
discourse, it is not really Secretary
Gates. He is in a position where he is
given a number—I know he cannot say
this, and he will probably deny it—he
is given a number to say: You try to
defend America within the confines of
this number.

So what do we have? We have the F-
22, the only fifth generation fighter
that is being stopped. We have China
and Russia, both of them, with vehicles
that are fifth generation, but our kids
are not going to have that if they are
successful in making these cuts, and I
do not think they are going to be suc-
cessful in making these cuts.

The C-17—we all remember the C-17
is the best high-lift vehicle this coun-
try has ever seen or that the world has
ever seen. We need many more of them,
but they have stopped this. The na-
tional missile defense system—we will
get into all of this, the future combat
system, the fact that we are sending
kids out there with equipment that is
not as good as some of the prospective
adversaries.

Nonetheless, I happened to be re-
sponding to the Gates statement from
Afghanistan. This new thing—I don’t
understand all the technology, but I
was using YouTube. They said: Just
talk on this, and they will pick it up.
And I mean, it hit the fan. I came back,
and every liberal journalist in America
was just outraged.

MSNBC’s Ed Schultz featured my
video as part of his regular beat, the
so-called ‘‘Psycho Talk.” He said:
INHOFE is as wrong as he could be.
Keith Olberman said I should do the
math. And his guest, an unbiased
guest, was Speaker PELOSI. And they
said my criticism of Obama’s defense
budget was simply desperation, and on
and on and on.

Not to be left out, Rachel Maddow
used the same talking points and said,
once again, the budget was actually
going to increase. Then she brought on
a guest, Eugene Robinson, associate
editor and columnist, who is supposed
to be some unbiased party, saying:
INHOFE is making this stuff up. He is
lying.

Rich Sanchez didn’t want to be out-
done. That is CNN. He came on and
talked about: I am going to do a fact
check and it is ridiculous.

It is interesting how hateful these ex-
tremists are. All you have to do is say:
We need to put America in a position
where we have the best of everything
because we don’t know what contin-
gencies are coming, and they go crazy.
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Fortunately, there are more respon-
sible people around. I enjoyed the edi-
torial, after getting all this criticism,
in the Wall Street Journal where they
are talking about how the Navy is left
with a fleet of fewer than 300 ships. Is
that adequate? I don’t think it is. I can
remember when it was 700. Now we see
the piracy, all the problems. We know
there is a need for more carriers, and
yet this cut is being made.

They criticized the Gates decision for
killing the stealthy F-22 fighter. That
is true. Originally, we were going to
have 750 F-22s. Now he wants to stop it
at 187—totally inadequate—saying that
the F-35 is going to be cheaper. That is
technology down the road. The mission
isn’t the same. It certainly can’t com-
pete with the F-22.

They criticized the Gates budget pri-
orities as giving no indication as to
how the Pentagon is going to ensure
military dominance and extend the
battlefield to the future in outer space.
Outer space is where the future battles
are going to be fought, but not accord-
ing to this report, $1.4 billion cut. This
is out of the Wall Street Journal edi-
torial. I already have this in the
RECORD. I put it in last Monday.

This is something we are talking
about. Many of us were concerned over
the ability, in some places such as
Iran—could be Serbia, someplace else,
Syria perhaps—of being able to hit
Western Europe and then, with the
longer range, hit the east coast of the
United States. So we went to the Czech
Republic, talked personally with the
President Vaclav Klaus. He is one of
the best Presidents in the history of
Eastern Europe. Their Parliament
agreed to let us put radar in there. And
then next door in Poland, their Par-
liament agreed to have us put in a
launching system. Now we are coming
along and pulling the rug out from
under them, and this is all covered.

By the way, if you don’t like the Wall
Street Journal, there is an organiza-
tion called the Center for Strategic and
International Studies. I defy anyone to
criticize this organization. The chair-
man of that organization is Sam Nunn.
We all remember him. I served with
Sam Nunn. If you look at the people on
this—Richard Armitage, former De-
fense Secretary Bill Cohen, Bill Frist,
Henry Kissinger—you can’t find a
heavier list of people. James Schles-
inger, Brent Scocroft were a part of
this organization. They came through
and talked about all of the systems
proposed for termination by Secretary
Gates as very valid missions and real
requirements. None of them is a waste-
ful program. These are Democrats and
Republicans. This is not partisan.

They go on to say that Congress
should legitimately question spending
priorities and perhaps take the next
step, which we intend to do. I am sec-
ond ranking member of the Armed
Services Committee. Certainly, the
Presiding Officer is serving on that. I
will be looking for his support to try to
look at these cuts and see what is real-
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ly necessary for us to keep to defend
America.

They talk about the B-52 bomber. By
stopping the advanced bomber, which
is in this program, the Obama program,
we are going to be relying upon this B-
52 that has been in existence for 50
years. It is twice the age of the pilots
who are flying it. We can’t continue to
do this.

I want to go ahead, after the conclu-
sion of my remarks, and put in this re-
port, which is the report of the CSIS,
the Center for Strategic and Inter-
national Studies. I ask unanimous con-
sent that it be printed in the RECORD at
the conclusion of my remarks.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. INHOFE. The problem is focused
on one number. If they talk about that
this is not a cut in defense spending,
we need to look and examine that,
which I will do in a few minutes. Actu-
ally, thanks to the Obama administra-
tion, overall defense spending has been
cut by $10.7 billion in 2009. You might
say 2009 was not his year. It was. The
second half of the emergency supple-
mental fell under his jurisdiction, so
that is an accurate figure. It would be
cut again in fiscal year 2010, based on
projected inflation and the potential
use of what is now being called over-
seas contingency. I call that the global
war on terror. They want to rename it
now. It sounds a little more palatable
to some of these editorial liberals to
whom I have already referred.

We have reached a crossroads where
we will have to choose to either invest
in the modernization and readiness of
our military or kick the can down the
road. That is what we have been doing
for a long time.

We had a hearing yesterday in the
Readiness Subcommittee, chaired by
EVAN BAYH. The ranking member is
RICHARD BURR. We went over all of this
with some of the top people in the mili-
tary. Quite frankly, they agreed with
all these comments that I am making
today and I made yesterday on this
committee. Based on the projected de-
fense budget for the next 10 years, it
looks as though the administration is
taking us down the same path that led
to a weaker and poorly equipped mili-
tary.

It is interesting that a lot of the peo-
ple over the years who have been crit-
ical of defense spending—talking about
liberals who are here in this Chamber—
are the same ones now saying: Wait a
minute, our Guard and Reserve can’t
handle the op tempo. That is a term
used, ‘‘operation tempo,”” number of de-
ployments and all this. The problem we
have is that we gone through—and I
will show this in a minute—a period of
time in the 1990s where we downgraded
the military, and then we turned
around and along comes 9/11. All of a
sudden, we have a President who has to
prosecute a war, at the same time try-
ing to build a military.
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The plan he announced is intended to
reshape the priorities of America’s de-
fense establishment and profoundly re-
form how DOD does business. I agree
that we need to have procurement re-
forms in the Pentagon. There is no
question about that. But let’s don’t use
that for an excuse to cut moderniza-
tion programs.

I was in Afghanistan at the time this
decision was announced, and it comes
at a time in our history when we have
dramatically increased our domestic
spending in trillions of dollars under
the umbrella of emergency bailouts
and stimulus packages and all of that.
If you stop and think about the amount
of money this administration has real-
ly spent—Ilook at the $700 billion bail-
out. Then you have the $789 billion
stimulus package. Then you have the
omnibus bill that is $410 billion. That
adds up to $2 trillion. That is in the
first 3 months. So when you look and
think of the stimulus package, how
much better would it have been if we
could have had more defense spending
at that time. There is nothing that em-
ploys more people, that better stimu-
lates the economy than defense spend-
ing. We tried to do that. Of course, that
was defeated. So this President is on
track to grow this country’s obliga-
tions to 22 percent of our GDP while he
shrinks defense spending probably
down to 3 percent. Right now, it is at 4
percent of GDP. As I calculate, it will
be down to 3 percent.

Let’s see the chart. I would like to
show people so there is no question
about this. The chart we have here
shows what happened back in the 1990s.
The black line on top is when Bill Clin-
ton came into office. That is fiscal year
1993. As it is projected forward for the
next 8 years, the black line would say—
let’s say we want to keep defense
spending in terms exactly as it is
today, back in 1993, except for infla-
tion. That black line is where it would
be if we had kept that level of defense
spending. The red line was the Clinton
budget. That is what I am saying. We
are going through the same thing now
percentage-wise, almost the same
thing that we went through there. So
the difference between the Clinton
budget and what would have happened
with the level of spending is $412 bil-
lion. So you can say that is a $412 bil-
lion cut.

Many of us on the floor of the Senate
in the 1990s—me probably more than
anybody else—talked about these dra-
matic, massive cuts in procurement
and modernization. With very few ex-
ceptions, our soldiers, sailors, airmen,
and marines have been using the same
weapons systems while fighting a two-
pronged war for 8 years, weapons and
weapons systems from back during the
Cold War, the same ones we are using
today. We have been unsuccessfully
trying to get past this bow wave cre-
ated in the 1990s when the military
budget was cut by $412 billion and ac-
quisition programs and research and
development were pushed to the right.
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That is a term we use that means if
you are going to delay something, you
push it to the right.

The cost of Kkicking our military
modernization down the road is twofold
in that the increase in the cost to mod-
ernize and the increased cost to de-
velop and fuel new weapons is an in-
creased cost to operate and maintain.
It gets to the point where it is like the
car you drive. You buy a new car. You
drive it for 20 years. At least that is
what I do. You finally get to the point
where you are paying more to maintain
that car than if you would get a new
one. A lot of that is because of the ac-
counting system that Government has.
It is somewhat guilty of forcing this
type of thing. But that is what has hap-
pened. We have forced ourselves to use
older and older stuff.

Our major combat systems that our
troops are using today are those devel-
oped and procured during the 1980s.
Some of them go all the way back to
the 1950s. The Reagan administration
was handed a military, everyone agrees
now, that was a hollow force. No one
questions that. At that time, people
thought: There is not going to be any
problem now. And then when the Cold
War was over, everyone had this eupho-
ria: We no longer have a threat out
there. The Cold War is over. The term
they used, if you will remember, was—
I can’t remember what it was now. It
was a great benefit to put that money
into social programs, which is what we
are doing today. A peace bonus, that is
what it was.

So anyway, our combat systems are
older and older, and the Reagan admin-
istration expanded the military budget,
increased troop size, reenergized weap-
ons procurement, revived intelligence
capabilities, and returned this country
to its superpower status that it had
been in the past. He guaranteed the su-
periority of the U.S. military’s weap-
ons systems capabilities through long-
term investments and ensuring that
our troops were provided with the most
advanced equipment available.

Secretary Gates said in January of
2009:

Our military must be prepared for a full
spectrum of operations, including the type of
combat we are facing in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, as well as large-scale threats that we
face from places like North Korea and Iran.

I want to say one more time that I
don’t blame Secretary Gates. I am glad
he is the Secretary of Defense. I just
wish he had a better hand dealt him so
he could do a better job. I think he is
operating under the limitations of a
White House that is just not a
prodefense White House. Far too often,
we have learned the hard lessons that
we don’t have a crystal ball to pre-
cisely predict what our needs will be in
the future.

This actually happened to me. The
last year I served in the House was
1994.

I was on the House Armed Services
Committee at that time. I will always
remember we had someone come in and
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testify and say that in 10 years we will
no longer need ground troops. They
were talking about all the precision
stuff the Air Force does and the tech-
nology that was coming. That was tes-
timony a lot of people rejoiced to hear
so they could start cutting the Marine
Corps and the Army, which is exactly
what happened. Then what happened?
Then we had Bosnia and we had Kosovo
and we had Iraq and we had Afghani-
stan. Now, after 7 years engaged in the
war on terror, we know he was wrong.

The strategic environment has be-
come increasingly complex, dynamic,
lethal, and uncertain. Today, our mili-
tary is fighting with equipment that is
decades old and with a force structure
that is 40 percent less than it was in
the 1980s. That is essentially what was
cut during this timeframe right here.
It was a cut of about 40 percent, if we
take the budgets at the beginning and
the end of it.

So we are talking about force struc-
ture and modernization. Right now, the
Air Force has 2,500 fewer aircraft. The
Navy has cut its fleet size in half. The
Army has reduced its force to half the
number of divisions it had during the
first gulf war. This all happened in the
1990s. For the past 17 years, our mili-
tary has been asked to do more with
less.

One of the concerns I had back dur-
ing the 1990s, when they were cutting
the force strength—that was back dur-
ing the time they were all rejoicing
with this euphoric attitude I men-
tioned that the Cold War was over and
we do not need a military anymore—so
they were cutting it back at that time
and believing we were not going to
have to have the needs we were going
to have. Unfortunately, what took less
than a decade to field in the 1980s will
now take us several decades to field. In
the case of KC-X, the KC-X was sup-
posed to be online. We were supposed to
actually have it by this time. Right
now, our fueling capability is done
with KC-135s.

I will say this: At Tinker Air Force
Base, they do a great job of taking
these ancient aircraft and continuing
them in service. But there will come a
point where we can no longer continue
to do that. In the United States, we are
going to have to build and sustain mili-
tary capabilities required to respond to
possible future threats across the spec-
trum.

Wouldn’t it be great if we knew what
the next war was going to be like? We
have never been in that position. We
have tried to guess, but we have always
been wrong. The next war will not be
like the past one or even like the one
we are in now. History has taught us
that very hard lesson. It also does not
mean the next war will be like the one
we might have to fight 5 or 10 years
from now. The decisions we make
today on the Senate floor will set the
stage for what happens in the next 40
years. I wish there were time. I wish we
could instantly determine what our
needs will be 20 years from now and not



April 24, 2009

have to prepare in advance. We cannot
do that. Does anyone want to hazard a
guess what the world will be like in 20
years?

There is a Marine Corps general. I
have his name down here somewhere.
In just this past February, he made
this statement to a bunch of young ma-
rines. I was over there at the time he
made it. This is a quote I want to read:

You say the next conflict will be a guer-
rilla conflict. I say, it depends. In my life-
time, we have been in 5 big fights and a
bunch of little ones. In only one of those 5
big ones—

And Desert Storm is what he was re-
ferring to—
had we prepared for the type of war we
wound up having to fight.

That is one out of five.

It is one thing to say that a certain type of
fight is more or less likely; it is quite an-
other to say it is certain to be one or the
other. In war, the only thing certain is un-
certainty.

He went on to say:

It may be that nobody can beat us in a con-
ventional fight today, but what we buy today
is what we will have to fight with in 2020.

Furthermore, advertising that our focus of
effort is on the low-to-mid intensity fights of
the future reduces the deterrence that pow-
erful conventional capabilities demonstrate
to traditional state actors. Non-state actors,
guerrillas, terrorists are not likely to be de-
terred by our capabilities. Nation-states are.

See, we are used to that. He is dead
right in this case. We knew during the
Second World War who the enemies
were: Germany and Japan. We knew
their capabilities. During the Cold War,
we knew the capabilities. I sometimes
look wistfully back on the days of the
Cold War because at least then it was
predictable. We knew how they
thought, their thinking process. We
knew their capabilities.

He goes on to say:

We had better well have the capability to
fight the guerrilla and the nation-state, re-
gardless of which of these is more or less
likely.

That is a very wise man. He is advis-
ing his young marines, and they lis-
tened, and it makes sense.

We were not able to predict the fall
of the Soviet Union, the rapid growth
of the ballistic missile capability of
North Korea, or the rise in the asym-
metric warfare in which we are cur-
rently engaged. It does not matter how
great our military leaders or intel-
ligence is, our strategic thinking will
always be imperfect. We have a lot of
smart generals out there, and they are
going to try to tell us what we are
going to need 10 or 15 years from now,
and they are going to be wrong because
they have always been wrong. They un-
derstand that, as that Marine Corps
general stated.

In order to provide stability, America
is going to have to be able to deter or
defeat any threat, be it an insurgency
or a challenge from a near-peer com-
petitor. We cannot any longer fool our-
selves that we are still sending our
sons and daughters out with the best
equipment.
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When I talk to people around the
country, there is an assumption out
there that when we go to war, regard-
less of what kind of war—asymmetrical
or conventional warfare—we are send-
ing our kids out with the best of equip-
ment. That is not true.

In a minute, I am going to show you
that there are other countries that
have things that are better than what
we have in our defense capability, in
our effort to conduct warfare. But be-
fore I do that, let me at least address
what all these critics of me were say-
ing when we talked about how much
less money right now we are going to
be projecting into our force structure,
in our military spending, if we do the
math. So let’s go ahead and do it.

As I stated earlier, we need to look at
the total defense budget—what DOD
actually spends on all its operations.

During the Bush administration, the
sources that funded our defenses were
not all just DOD or the Department of
Defense, appropriations and authoriza-
tions. They were also the DOE funds.
DOE has a lot of funds for nuclear ships
and weapons. We have certainly war-
time supplementals. All of those added
up to what we spent on defense. What
they are trying to do now is say, well,
the DOD appropriations are actually
going to be greater today than they
were in fiscal year 2009. Well, that may
be true, but that is not the total
amount of defense spending. That is
just a small part of it.

I think the best evidence of that is to
see what systems we have to cut in
order to act under the confines of this
budgeting.

First, there is a net loss in defense
spending in 2009 of $10.7 billion. This is
the second increment of the supple-
mental that came under the jurisdic-
tion of the current administration, the
Obama administration. President Bush
increased the total defense budget in
2009 by $37.2 billion.

He also approved $65.9 billion in sup-
plemental funds for the first part of fis-
cal year 2009.

President Obama’s supplemental re-
quest of $75.5 billion for defense needs
funds an increase of 21,000 troops. Well,
I agree with his message that we need
to increase the number of troops and
increase the number of troops in Af-
ghanistan. That is very reasonable. But
we are going to have to pay for those
troops, and we cannot pay for those
troops with the same amount of money
we had when we had 21,000 fewer troops.

The GAO report on the cost of the
Iraq withdrawal said it will be a ‘‘mas-
sive and expensive effort” that
costs would more often increase in the
near term. In other words, as you draw
down in Iraq, that is going to increase
the actual cost.

It went on to say that the cost of
equipment repairs, replacements, clos-
ing, and turning over 283 military in-
stallations in Iraq and moving troops
and equipment home ‘“will likely be
significant.”

Unfortunately, defense spending ac-
tually decreases in 2009 by $10.7 billion
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due to President Obama’s decreased
total supplemental request from $189
billion to $141 billion.

So let’s compare 2009 to 2010, where I
have been accused of not being able to
do the math.

Defense spending does increase from
2009 to 2010 by $14.9 billion. But accord-
ing to President Obama’s letter to
Speaker PELOSI, there will be no more
supplementals. If we take the
supplementals out, then it is a dra-
matic reduction in spending. That
would mean DOD would have to fund
all wartime operations out of the hide
to the tune of $100 billion-plus.

However, President Obama does fence
off $130 billion for ‘‘Overseas Contin-
gency Funds.” Well, that is within the
budget, and I guess that is what he now
calls the war on terror. Even adding
the $130 billion to defense spending—
which is never the case with supple-
mental funding—the overall increase in
defense spending for 2010 is $3.5 billion.

I say that because we know when we
have an emergency supplemental, ev-
erybody puts everything they can into
it, and that is where the effort is tak-
ing place.

Now, we add the accelerated growth
of the Army and Marine Corps—a 65,000
and 22,000 increase, respectively—at a
cost of approximately $13 billion to
cover pay and health care costs, and we
start to see the beginnings of how our
military modernization gets gutted.

The DOD has certain ‘“‘must pays,”
things they have to pay. They have to
pay personnel, operations and mainte-
nance, ongoing wartime, and contin-
gency operations. With a zero supple-
mental fund, the money to pay for
these ‘“‘must pays’ will be taken from
the base Defense budget, and the areas
that are always hit are research and
development and acquisition. There we
are talking about modernization.

So what I would like to do—well,
first of all, just look at what is being
cut. We know about the Future Combat
System. I am going to cover these in a
minute, but there are the F-22s, the C-
17s, the national missile defense sys-
tem, the future bombers, and it does
not stop in 2010.

As we look at the projected defense
budget through 2019, we see a decreas-
ing defense budget compared to GDP
starting at 3.8 percent in 2010 and end-
ing with 3 percent in 2019.

This is interesting to compare, to use
the percentage of GDP. If we go back
and look at what happened in the en-
tire 20th century—for 100 years—and
we take the average of defense spend-
ing as a percentage of GDP, it is 5.7
percent—>5.7 percent. I have been ask-
ing to just keep it at no less than 4 per-
cent. Right now, it is a little under 4
percent, but it would go down to 3 per-
cent with the budget expectations we
are looking at right now.

So when compared to a sustained an-
nual defense investment of 4 percent of
GDP to recapitalize and modernize our
military, the 10-year proposed Obama
defense budget is $1.3 trillion in the



S4714

red. It is so similar to what we went
through in the 1990s. I do not like to be
overly critical, but there are a lot of
people who are liberal people who gen-
erally, in their own mind, do not think
we need a military. I have listened.
They will never admit it. But they say,
well, if all nations would stand in a cir-
cle and hold hands and unilaterally dis-
arm, all threats would go away.

I respect people who have this opin-
ion, even though the opinion is wrong.

So we have ships and naval aircraft
that currently average being 18 years
old, and Marine Corps aircraft that
now average being over 21 years old.
Refueling tankers—I am talking about
the KC-135s—are over 44 years old; Air
Force fighter aircraft, 19 years old; spe-
cial operations aircraft, over 27 years
old. Special ops—everyone realizes
what a great job they are doing. It is
kind of like the Marine Corps. They al-
ways have to make do with older equip-
ment but never complain about it.

In order to keep 40-year-old KC-135s
in the air, the DOD had to reprogram
almost $3 billion from the KC-X to re-
pair KC-135s. For the KC-X, we might
remember—that was kind of con-
fusing—a contract was let, and that
contract was challenged. That would
have given us—not immediately, cer-
tainly, but over the next 20 years, we
would be able to replace the KC-135s.

I think it is easier—rather than to
spend any more time talking about
very complicated things in terms of
budgeting—to just look and see service
by service. The Army’s current fleet of
combat vehicles was developed and pro-
cured between 30 and 60 years ago.

We have the M1 Abrams tank, which
has done a great job, that was devel-
oped back in the early 1970s and fielded
in the early 1980s. The M2 Bradley
Fighting Vehicle—we are still using
that right now, and it is 25 years old. It
is on its third significant modification,
and it has been crucial in defending our
troops against the IEDs the RPGs.
Both of these combat-proven vehicles
continue to undergo fleetwide resets.
Yet they are so old.

So let’s look at another particular
one, the best artillery piece we have in
the U.S. Army. It is called a Paladin.
The Paladin is a technology developed
in World War II. You actually have to
get out after each shot and swab the
breech.

Now, it has gone through some new
reiterations, and currently there is an-
other one that is taking place. But
again, this is what we have. There are
five countries now, including South Af-
rica, that make a better artillery piece
than our Paladin. This is one of the
programs that is a part of the FCS pro-
gram that is going to be cut. Secretary
Gates didn’t say it was completely cut;
he just said it is delayed. That is a nice
way of saying it is cut, it is gone.

So I would hope one thing: That when
we are going through what they call
the PIM Program—the Paladin Inte-
grated Management Program—we keep
these running, to upgrade them so they
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will be somewhat competitive in the
battlefield. I would say at the very
least we should keep that PIM Pro-
gram going if we cut the future combat
system. We should keep the future
combat system on track, but if we
dump the FCS, we don’t want to dump
the PIM with it. So even with that PIM
update, the Army expects to keep the
Paladin in use until 2060, and that is
100 years on the battlefield.

Our Army is long overdue for a thor-
ough and comprehensive moderniza-
tion. I would just go back again to 1994
when we had people testifying that in
10 years we would no longer need
ground capability or ground fighters.
The proposed Defense budget would
cancel the Army’s future combat sys-
tem and the modernization programs
intended to replace the Paladin. FCS
would bring improved armor and would
save lives. Nonetheless, that was one of
them that was cut.

Let’s go to the Air Force. For nearly
two decades, our Air Force has domi-
nated the skies and ensured air superi-
ority. But a recent GAO study stated
that air sovereignty alert operations—
the post-9/11 operations that protect
our homeland—are at risk due to aging
aircraft and insufficient procurement.
The Air Force grounded 259 of its 441 F—
15 Eagles from November 1997, and last
May the service parked 500 of its T-38
Talons, the trainers. A lot of those
were taking place at Vance Air Force
Base in my State of Oklahoma. They
don’t have quite enough of them yet,
but again, that is part of the problem
we are having right now. Our aging
fleet is out of service. Last October,
the Air Force ordered more than half of
its 356 A-10 fighters to stay put because
of cracks inside the wings. While we
have enjoyed the benefit of investment
during the 1980s of the F-15, the F-16,
the A-10, the F-117, which is now out of
service, the service is talking about re-
tiring 137 F-15s, 177 F-16s, and 9 A-10s.
I say that creates a problem.

We had a very courageous general
named John Jumper. John Jumper
ended up being the Chief of the Air
Force, but before he was Chief of the
Air Force—and this was about 1998, so
it was during the Clinton administra-
tion, and it took a lot of courage for a
uniform to stand up and admit pub-
licly, with his background that no one
would question, that now—back in
1998—he said the Soviets—the Rus-
sians—are making the SU series that
are really fifth-generation fighters and
we don’t have anything that can really
compete with them that is better than
our F-15s or F-16s, which is all we had
at that time. So in spite of all of the
above, President Obama is shutting
down the F-22, the only fifth-genera-
tion fighter we have. Remember, we
were going to have 750 of them, and he
is going to stop at 187. If you stop the
production line at 187, we are not going
to be able to produce any more of these
things.

If some President comes along in 4
years and says: No, they made a mis-
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take 4 years ago, we are going to have
to get that line going again, the first
ones would cost about twice. So this is
one of the problems we are having.

They are talking about increasing
the F-3bs—that is the Joint Strike
Fighter—but that is a different mis-
sion. It certainly can’t compete with
the F-22.

Well, we have a very serious problem.
Again, it gets down to, do we really
have an expectation in America—we
send our kids into battle in the air or
on the ground—that we are going to
get them the best equipment to work
with? I wish that were the case, but it
is not the case.

The Navy. At a time when the U.S.
Navy is being called on to project its
presence in more parts of the world
than ever before, the recommendation
that is coming from the White House is
that the Navy shrink its carrier fleet
to 10 aircraft carriers by 2012 and delay
the acquisition of the other portions of
its fleet. We see what is happening
now. We have these aircraft carriers
staged all over the world, and to be
cutting that fleet, to me, is totally ir-
responsible.

I remember when I was first elected
to the House. My first year was 1987.
The first weekend I was in the House of
Representatives, and I was going to be
on the House Armed Services Com-
mittee, I spent the weekend down off
the coast of Virginia on the USS Coral
Sea. I went out there and landed on the
carrier. I thought I had died and gone
to heaven, it had such capability. At
that time, in 1987, as we looked as the
Sun was coming up, we could see the
Soviet ships that were going around
with their periscopes, the submarines,
looking at what we had. Now that is
out of commission; the Coral Sea is
gone. These things don’t last forever.
The opposition—China, right now, is
building these things. We have to stay
better than they are. Yet we are cut-
ting our carrier fleet.

This reduction of aircraft carriers
goes further below the previous QDR—
that is the Quadrennial Defense Re-
view—of 12 carriers required for mod-
erate risk. So we have a situation
where we need 12 carriers—not 10 but
12—for moderate risk. Moderate risk is
a term that is used in the military as
to lives. If you have no risk, you are
not going to lose human lives. If you
have high risk, you are going to lose a
lot of human lives. This is moderate.
So we are saying we are willing to cut
two aircraft carriers below what we
call moderate risk or loss of life. I am
not willing to do that.

In the last few weeks, we have seen
how important the Navy is in watching
some of the pirate counterterrorism
operations off the coast of Africa. I was
over there in Somalia and in that area
just a week ago. We are having some
successes in our battle with the pi-
rates, but again, a very critical part of
that is our carrier capability.

Meanwhile, Russian and Chinese sub-
marines continue to be a threat to our



April 24, 2009

forces, with China operating over 60-
something quieter subs. Since the
1990s, China has been unilaterally hedg-
ing its maritime power to exclude the
U.S. Navy from the Taiwan Straits and
along China’s coasts. We all know that.
Now we have China, Japan, Australia,
India, Malaysia, Pakistan, Indonesia,
Singapore, Bangladesh, and South and
North Korea either now or planning to
acquire submarines to compete against
ours. In all, we now have found it ac-
ceptable in this budget that is coming
out of the White House to cut our total
ships down to 300. I remember when
there were 700 ships.

Missile defense. This is something I
think everyone should understand now.
We think about the tragedy of 9/11. We
think, as bad as that was, how much
worse it would have been if they had
had the capability of the nuclear war-
head on a delivery system, hitting a
major city in America. We wouldn’t be
talking about 3,000 deaths; we would be
talking about 300,000 or maybe 3 mil-
lion deaths.

On February 3, Iran launched a sat-
ellite on the 30th anniversary of the
1979 Islamic revolution, demonstrating
key technologies of propulsion, stag-
ing, and guidance. This is what they
did. We are talking about just 2 months
ago in that demonstration. Then, going
all the way back to 1979, I recall in—I
was concerned in 1998 as to what the
capability was going to be for North
Korea in terms of having a multistage
rocket capability, and the administra-
tion at that time, the Clinton adminis-
tration, said it will be from 8 to 10
years, on August 24 of 1998. Seven days
later, even though they said it would
be 8 to 10 years before they had the ca-
pability, they fired one, and that dem-
onstrated the capability they had.

It makes you wonder how accurate
we are right now in our assessment of
their capability. Nonetheless, this
budget recommended a 16-percent cut
in the missile defense budget by $1.4
billion, and this is something that is
totally unacceptable. We are going to
have to reverse this.

It wasn’t long ago that we recognized
we had to have a capability in the
Czech Republic and in Poland. We
wanted to have a radar capability in
the Czech Republic and an interception
capability in Poland, next door. Why
do we need this? Because as they de-
velop their capability in Iran and they
want to come and shoot something at
Western Europe and possibly to get to
the east coast of the United States of
America, the only place we can reli-
ably, with our technology, shoot that
down would be in that area of Eastern
Europe.

So we went and negotiated with the
Parliaments. I was there. Vaclav
Klaus, the President of the Czech Re-
public, who happens to be one of my fa-
vorite people in the world—and he is
one who helped us get this through
Parliament. It wasn’t easy. The think-
ing was: Well, is this going to be a
threat? Are we going to have Russia
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coming down and complaining, saying
this is an act of aggression? No. We are
just trying to knock down a missile
that might be coming from a place
such as Iran or Syria or someplace else
going toward Western Europe and the
United States. Well, they finally
agreed. The Parliaments of Poland and
the Czech Republic agreed, and now we
pull the rug out from under them with
this proposed budget.

The airborne laser—where
chart on the missile defense?

All right. I know this is heavy lift-
ing, and this is not an easy thing to un-
derstand. But if you look at a missile
defense system—let’s keep in mind,
this is the 26th anniversary of Ronald
Reagan, saying SDI—members of the
Strategic Defense Initiative—everyone
criticized them: No one will ever be
able to hit a bullet with a bullet. Well,
they hit a bullet with a bullet. We have
had several tests demonstrating that
we can do it. Well, how do you knock
down a missile coming in? You have
three phases. There is a boost phase, a
midcourse phase, and a terminal phase.
We are currently in good shape on the
midcourse phase and the terminal
phase, but the main area where we are
stark naked is in the boost phase. We
don’t have anything.

We have the airborne laser. That is
getting very close to being able to de-
ploy a system to knock down an in-
coming missile when it is easiest to hit
them. That is the boost phase, before
they are going all that fast. And they
cut that out of this budget.

We need to have—we decided on a
policy several years ago, and certainly
the Senate Armed Services Committee
as well as on the House Armed Services
Committee that was headed at that
time by DUNCAN HUNTER and I think
agreed to by the Democrats and Repub-
licans at that time, that we need to
have redundancy in all three areas if
we are going to be able to knock down
an incoming missile.

I don’t think there is anyone in
America today who denies that the ca-
pability of, No. 1, hitting America is
there and, No. 2, of being able to knock
it down is there if we continue with
this program. But we have to have that
capability in the boost phase, and this
budget takes that out. I am just as
concerned about that as I am about the
fact that we really lied to the Czech
Republic and to Poland and put them
in a very awkward position.

So I guess in conclusion I agree with
the President and Secretary Gates that
we are going to have to reform our De-
fense acquisition system. There is a lot
of waste in that. The Presiding Officer
and I both serve on the Senate Armed
Services Committee, and we know we
need to do some work, but we don’t
want to be doing this at the risk and at
the expense of properly modernizing
our services. I have stated many times
in this Chamber that the greatest trust
placed upon Congress by the American
people is to provide for their security
by maintaining a strong national de-
fense.

is the
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ToMm COLE, a House Member from
Oklahoma, said it best the other day.
He said that eloquence and charm are a
poor substitute for a strong national
defense. You can be very eloquent, as
our President is, and very charming, as
our President is, and talk about these
things and act as if the threat is not
there, but we need to have a strong na-
tional defense.

I think Ronald Reagan said it better.
He said just to be sure we are prepared.
He said: Trust but verify. Trust but
verify. We trust these guys over there
that they are not going to attack us,
but let’s verify it.

We can avoid this far too frequent de-
bate on the defense budget by ensuring
a minimum level of funding for our
military.

So this is where we are today in our
situation. I again look at something
totally unprecedented. I have some-
thing here, if I can find it, that is rath-
er interesting to compare. What we
have done—and this is something no
one has seen yet because we are still
working on it, but we are taking a
comparison of 1993 and today. That was
the year President Clinton was elected.
He also had control of the House and
the Senate and the White House, just
as the Democrats do today. And we
went through the election process. We
understand that. But the things they
are doing, that President Clinton did at
that time and President Obama is
doing today, are just remarkably simi-
lar.

In the military, the Army was cut
back in the Clinton administration by
18 divisions down to 12 divisions, and
here we are doing the same thing
today. At that time on health care—
right now, the President is talking
about a wuniversal Government-run
health care system. Back then, they
called it Hillary health care.

They called it Hillary health care,
the same thing. Gun control, the same
type of thing. I will wait and do this all
at once. I am trying to get to the
amount of money. I was on the floor
criticizing President Clinton because
he proposed $243 billion in tax in-
creases. The current President is talk-
ing about $1.4 trillion in tax increases.
The budget they are operating with
right now—I don’t have it here—at that
time, he talked about a budget of $1.5
trillion. That was Bill Clinton in 1993.
Now it is over twice that much. These
are numbers we never thought about
before. If you add together the $700 bil-
lion bank bailout, the $789 billion stim-
ulus plan, and the $410 billion omnibus
spending bill, that adds up to over $2
trillion, which is unheard of. It is very
similar. It is just on a larger scale than
that of 1993.

That is the concern I bring to the
floor today. I have only a few minutes
left. I will cover one of my other three
concerns. I have talked about the
TARP funding on the floor. The TARP
funding was supposed to be used to buy
damaged assets. At that time, in Octo-
ber of 2008, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury promised that if we would give him
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$700 billion, he would spend it to buy
damaged assets. Some in this Chamber
believed him. I didn’t. I said put it in
writing, let’s get it into the law. But
they were in too big a hurry and said:
We have to do it now or we will have
another Great Depression. He spent the
money to bail out many banks that
didn’t even want to be bailed out and
banks that previously both Geithner
and Paulson were associated with. So
that was a problem and we should now
try to salvage what we can out of that
program. So that is another subject—
one I have spent quite a bit of time on
over the last 7 years.

Seven years ago, when the Repub-
licans had a majority in the Senate, I
became chairman of the Environment
and Public Works Committee. At that
time, we were very close to ratifying
the Kyoto Treaty. We remember this
all started with the United Nations and
then, of course, the people in Holly-
wood, the Hollywood elitists,
moveon.org, and the Michael Moores of
the world—and they had a right to do
it—were saying we are going to have to
stop emissions of greenhouse gases, and
that the anthropogenic gases and man-
made case gases were causing global
warming.

I remember so well, in 1975, in the
State legislature, at that time the
same magazines that are putting on
the front page this idea that global
warming is taking place—they are not
doing it now, but they were up until
about 5 years ago. Back then, they
were saying: Get ready, another ice age
is coming, we are all going to die. I re-
member using the term that this has to
be the greatest ‘‘hoax’ ever per-
petrated on the American people.

Fast forward to the late 1990s, when
Kyoto was there, when I was chairman
of the committee and I believed that
manmade gases were causing global
warming, until the Wharton Business
School came out with the Wharton
econometric survey. They showed
clearly that if we were to sign on and
ratify the Kyoto Treaty, it would cost
the American people in the range of be-
tween $300 billion and $330 billion a
year. Then, if you fast forward that to
the next McCain-Lieberman bill, it was
even more than that, and the Warner-
Lieberman bill was even more than
that.

When I looked at it at that time,
back when we were very close to ratify-
ing the treaty, I found out that the
science was not there. A lot of sci-
entists were saying it was there, but it
wasn’t. Today, if anybody wants to get
into my Web site, inhofesenate.gov,
you can see all of the scientists. We
have over 700 of them who used to be
on the other side of this protecting
their grants. They had to play this
game to do it. They are now coming
over to the skeptic side.

As we listen to the current adminis-
tration, they are now going to try to,
by regulation, impose this giant tax on
the American people because they
know they cannot get it through this
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Chamber. We defeated it a year ago
today—the last effort to have a cap-
and-trade tax on the American people—
by almost a 2-to-1 margin. They are
going to try to do it again. When you
talk about the $700 billion bailout and
the stimulus bill, at least that is a one-
shot deal. With this, you are talking
about a regular annual tax increase on
the American people of about $350 bil-
lion. The estimates are between $3,000
and $4,000 a year per family. What good
would that do? Even if it is true, if peo-
ple listening to me today, including
fellow Members, believe manmade
gases are causing global warming—if
they believe that to be true, what good
would it do us in the United States to
unilaterally say we are going to impose
these restrictions and pay $400 billion a
yvear? And what good will it do if we do
that, because our manufacturing base
will go into countries where they have
no restrictions. That would happen.

I inquire as to the time remaining?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator has 40 seconds.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I think
the other speakers are here. Later on,
I will talk about the assets we have,
and that we have to keep Guantanamo
Bay—Gitmo, as it is referred to. It has
performed well for us since 1903. I can-
not think of one statement, other than
political statements, as to why we have
to get rid of that great asset.

With that, I thank the Chair for his
tolerance and I yield the floor.

EXHIBIT 1
To: CSIS J. Board of Trustees, Advisers, and
Friends
From: John J. Hamre
Date: April 13, 2009 (Number 298. Two pages)
Re: Cancelling weapons systems

I was out of the country last week when
Secretary of Defense Gates announced his
recommendation for wholesale termination
of a large number of weapon systems. This
was such a big deal that he skipped the 60th
anniversary celebrations of the founding of
NATO in order to prepare for the announce-
ment.

Secretary Gates epitomizes what Ameri-
cans want in public service—fairness, deci-
siveness and decency. And he clearly cap-
tured broad public support with his rec-
ommendations. In dozens of conversations, I
always heard some version of ‘it is about
time we had a leader that did this.” This is
usually followed up by a question ‘‘do you
think he will be reversed by Congress?”’

There is a myth in American politics, that
defense contractors are powerful manipula-
tive forces in Washington. Ever since Presi-
dent Eisenhower coined the term ‘‘the mili-
tary-industrial complex’ the popular sense
is that defense companies manipulate the
Department and the Congress to get what-
ever they want. I have been in and around
the defense business for 30 years. My experi-
ence has been that they are not the all-pow-
erful force of popular imagination. Defense
contractors are hugely vulnerable because
they are entirely dependent on the attitude
of one customer—the Defense Department. If
the Secretary of Defense decides we don’t
need something (and the Joint Chiefs go
along with the decision—a crucial factor),
defense contractors have virtually no re-
course.

Yes, Congress has occasionally reversed
the decision of a defense secretary. I remem-
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ber when the Congress kept the B-1 bomber
alive after President Carter recommended its
termination. But the B-1 would never have
been built had it not been for President
Reagan who used it to symbolize his dif-
ferent approach to defense policy.

I suspect that most of the Secretary’s rec-
ommendations will hold. Every year the Con-
gress receives the president’s defense budget,
tears it apart and puts it back together, and
usually approves 97% of what is requested. A
powerful member of congress can add $10-20
million here or there for something, but add-
ing billions of dollars to reverse the Sec-
retary’s decision on a single weapon system
is almost impossible. We are again returning
to an environment when adding something
to the defense budget must be offset by cut-
ting something out. A congressman can
strongly plea to add $2 billion for program X,
but very rarely offers offsetting cuts in other
programs. And with each instance, the plead-
ing congressman has to ultimately argue
“my judgment is superior to that of the Sec-
retary of Defense’.
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Heineman, Jr.—CSIS Trustee and Senior Ad-
viser; Thomas O. Hicks—Chairman, Hicks
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CEO, Hills & Company; Ray L. Hunt—Chair-
man of the Board, President and CEO, Hunt
Consolidated, Inc.; E. Neville Isdell—Chair-
man, The Coca-Cola Company; Muhtar
Kent—President and CEO, The Coca-Cola
Company; Henry A. Kissinger**—Chairman &
CEO, Kissinger Associates, Inc.; Kenneth G.
Langone—President & CEO, Invemed Associ-
ates, LLC; Chong-Moon Lee—Chairman of
Board of Directors, Nara Bancorp, L.os Ange-
les; Donald B. Marron—Chairman & CEO,
Lightyear Capital; Joseph Nye—Distin-
guished Service Professor, Harvard Univer-
sity, Kennedy School of Government; Thom-
as Pritzker—Chairman & CEO, The Pritzker
Organization, LLC; Joseph E. Robert—Chair-
man and CEO, The J.E. Robert Companies
(JER); Felix G. Rohatyn—Vice Chairman,
FGR Associated, LLC; David M.
Rubenstein—Cofounder and Managing Direc-
tor, The Carlyle Group; Charles A. Sanders—
Former Chairman & CEO, Glaxo Inc.; James
R. Schlesinger**—Former Secretary of De-
fense and Energy; Brent Scowcroft**—Presi-
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Tillerson—Chairman & CEO, Exxon Mobil
Corporation; Frederick B. Whittemore*—Ad-
visory Director, Morgan Stanley.

Trustees Emeriti: Betty Beene—Former
President & CEO, United Way of America;
Amos A. Jordan—President Emeritus, CSIS;
Murray Weidenbaum—Hon. Chair,
Weidenbaum Center, Washington University;
Dolores D. Wharton—Retired Chairman and
CEO, Fund For Corporate Initiatives, Inc.

Counselors: William E. Brock—Counselor
and Trustee, CSIS; Harold Brown—Counselor
and Trustee, CSIS; Zbigniew Brzezinski—
Counselor and Trustee, CSIS; Frank C. Car-
lucci—Counselor, CSIS; Richard Fairbanks—
Counselor and Trustee, CSIS; Carla A.
Hills—Chairman & CEO, Hills & Company;
Zalmay Khalilzad—Counselor, CSIS; Henry
A. Kissinger Chairman & CEO, Kissinger As-
sociates, Inc.; Theodore McCarrick—Coun-
selor, CSIS; Sam Nunn—Cochairman & CEO,
Nuclear Threat Initiative; James R. Schles-
inger—Former Secretary of Defense and En-
ergy; Brent Scowcroft—President, Forum for
International Policy; John Warner Coun-
selor, CSIS.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Utah is recog-
nized.

(The remarks of Mr. HATCH per-
taining to the introduction of S. 897 are
located in today’s RECORD under
‘“‘Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”)

———

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF
THE CHAIR

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. I must interrupt the Senator
from Utah. There is an emergency.

The Senate stands in recess subject
to the call of the Chair.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:41 p.m.,
recessed subject to the call of the Chair
until 12:47 p.m. and reassembled at
12:47 p.m., when called to order by the
ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr.
BURRIS.).

————
REMEMBERING STEVE MOSLEY

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was
saddened to learn about the passing of
a man who gave many long years of
dedicated service to this Capitol.

If you only know this Senate through
C-SPAN, it is likely you never saw
Steve.

But if you had the privilege to work
in this beautiful building, Steve’s work
was indispensible.

Steve was a valued member of the
Senate Sergeant at Arms’ Capitol Fa-
cilities team for 32 years—since he was
20 years old.

He was part of the team of hard-
working men and women who care for
this historic building.

If a room in the Capitol needed to be
set up for a meeting, set up again an
hour later for a hearing, and set up
again for a reception, you knew you
could count on Steve to do the work
right, and on time.

When a filibuster seemed imminent,
Steve was part of the crew that would
retrieve the cots from storage and set
them up in the Capitol—just in case.

Steve’s willingness to be helpful was
invaluable. Not long after I moved into
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my office on the third floor of the Cap-
itol, Steve was in my office to install a
rug.

He saw that there was a problem. He
told my staff that he had seen the
problem in another office—the way the
rug was to be laid out, visitors would
trip on the corner of the rug and might
fall.

This was just one example of how
Steve cared for this institution and the
people who visited this building every
day.

Whatever it took to make this Cap-
itol work for visitors and employees,
Steve did—with pride and profes-
sionalism.

Steve was a friendly man who liked
almost everyone—except the Dallas
Cowboys.

He was a generous man who never
called attention to his generosity. If a
coworker needed a ride, Steve was the
first to offer. He brought Easter bas-
kets to his friends’ children.

Steve Mosley died suddenly and un-
expectedly Wednesday night of a heart
attack.

I join my colleagues and all who
work in this Capitol in offering our
deep condolences to Steve’s wife of 26
years, Michelle, and their only child,
Steven Jr., whose 256th birthday is
today.

He was much admired and he will be
much missed, in this Capitol and
among those who knew him.

————

TRIBUTE TO THE CUMBERLAND
GAP NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
rise today to pay tribute to one of the
great national parks in the Common-
wealth of Kentucky, Cumberland Gap
National Historical Park, located
southeastern Kentucky, near
Middlesboro. The park will celebrate
its 50th anniversary this year.

In the 1920s, the idea of creating the
Cumberland Gap National Historical
Park was formed, and after 30 years of
planning and hard work, the park was
finished and dedicated, 50 years ago
this coming July.

The park will hold several special
events in July celebrating the anniver-
sary of the historic dedication, includ-
ing the gathering of oral histories from
people who were present during the
creation, early days, and dedication of
the park.

At the time of the dedication, Cum-
berland Gap National Historical Park
included 20,184 acres—10,679 in Ken-
tucky, 7,478 in Virginia, and 2,027 in
Tennessee. Until 1980, it was the larg-
est historical park in the country. It is
estimated that more than 1 million
people will visit the park this year.

Efforts have been made by the Na-
tional Park Service since 1997 to pre-
vent surface coal mining in the area
surrounding Fern Lake. In cooperation
with my friend in the House, Congress-
man Hal Rogers, we were able to pass
legislation that authorized the Sec-
retary of the Interior to acquire Fern
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Lake and the surrounding watershed to
preserve this natural resource.

I value the importance of this park
and have consistently secured funds to
help acquire and preserve the lake. Lo-
cated just southeast of Middlesboro,
Fern Lake serves as the primary water
source for the community and is visible
from the Pinnacle Overlook, which is a
popular visitor attraction at the Cum-
berland Gap National Park.

This park shows the importance Ken-
tuckians place on our natural environ-
ment, and I applaud the work of the in-
dividuals who helped make this park a
reality and those who continue to safe-
guard its natural beauty for many gen-
erations to come.

Mr. President, I ask my colleagues to
join with me in celebrating the 50th an-
niversary of the dedication of one of
our Nation’s most beautiful historical
parks.

———

94TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
ARMENIAN GENOCIDE

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I wish to
recognize the 94th Anniversary of the
Armenian genocide.

Ninety-four years ago today, the
Ottoman Empire—now modern-day
Turkey—began the systematic destruc-
tion of the Armenian people. Arme-
nians were driven from their homes
and villages, marched to their deaths
in the deserts of the Middle East, and
slaughtered in cold blood. Before it was
over, approximately 1.5 million Arme-
nians lost their lives in the first geno-
cide of the 20th century.

Recently, the Armenian and Turkish
Governments announced important
progress toward achieving the full nor-
malization of relations between their
two countries. I support this effort, and
am hopeful that this process will lead
the Turkish Government to finally ac-
knowledge the irrefutable truth of the
Armenian genocide and also to greater
peace and prosperity for the people of
Armenia.

As President Barack Obama has said,
“The Armenian Genocide is not an al-
legation, a personal opinion, or a point
of view, but rather a widely docu-
mented fact supported by an over-
whelming body of historical evidence.
The facts are undeniable.”” There is no
need for further study or debate be-
cause we must never legitimize the
views of those who deny the very worst
of crimes against humanity.

On this solemn anniversary, we re-
member those who were lost in the Ar-
menian genocide, while honoring the
survivors and their descendants who
have done so much to make America
and the world a better place. I am per-
sonally grateful that so many of those
individuals have chosen to call Cali-
fornia home.

We also take pause to acknowledge
that such crimes are continuing today.
There is perhaps no more fitting exam-
ple than the genocide that is raging in
the Darfur region of Sudan.
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Since 2002, the Sudanese Government
has attempted to exterminate the Afri-
can Muslim population of Darfur with
horrific acts of brutality. Villages have
been burned to the ground, innocent
women and children slaughtered by
helicopter gunships, and rape has been
used as a tool of genocide. What hap-
pened to the Armenians is genocide.
What is happening today in Darfur is
genocide, even though the Government
of Sudan denies this.

Genocide is only possible when people
avert their eyes. Any effort to deal
with genocide—in the past, present or
future—must begin with the truth. By
acknowledging the truth of the Arme-
nian genocide, we can end the phony
debates and strengthen our ability to
stand up against mass Killing today.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I
join with my colleagues, my fellow
Rhode Islanders, and the Armenian-
American community to observe the
94th anniversary of the Armenian geno-
cide.

Each year, on April 24, it is fitting
that we pause to remember and reflect
on one of the greatest tragedies of the
20th century, the systematic killing of
Armenians. From 1915 through the end
of 1923, nearly 1% million Armenians
were killed and over half a million sur-
vivors were exiled.

The Armenian genocide dem-
onstrated the evils humans are capable
of, and unfortunately, it was only the
first of several 20th century tragedies.

As we reflect and recall this tragic
time, let us call for our own country to
recognize the Armenian genocide, just
as my own State of Rhode Island has
done, along with many other States
and governments.

Menk panav chenk mornar—We will
never forget.

————
SOMALI PIRACY

Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, I was
glad earlier this week to join Senator
LEAHY in passing a resolution com-
mending Captain Richard Phillips for
his brave conduct, and those members
of our armed services, particularly
members of the Navy and Navy SEAL
teams, who rescued Captain Phillips. I
also commend the leadership of the
President and the efforts of many U.S.
Government departments and agencies
in their response to this crisis. These
many acts of bravery and leadership
are deeply inspiring, and we should rec-
ognize them.

However, while the episode involving
the Maersk Alabama was resolved, we
are likely to see more such episodes if
we do not take comprehensive meas-
ures to address not only piracy on the
waters but also conditions on land that
enable it. We cannot ignore the fact
that piracy off the coast of Somalia is
an outgrowth of the state collapse,
lawlessness, and humanitarian crisis
that have plagued the country for over
a decade. In recent congressional testi-
mony, both Director of National Intel-
ligence Blair and Defense Intelligence
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Agency Director Army LTG Michael
Maples cited lawlessness and economic
problems on land as the cause of the
rise in piracy at sea. Until we address
those conditions, we will be relying on
stopgap measures, at best, to deter this
piracy problem and we are unlikely to
succeed in reversing the growing vio-
lent extremism in Somalia.

For years I have been calling for the
development of a comprehensive, inter-
agency strategy to help establish sta-
bility, the rule of law, and functional,
inclusive governance in Somalia. This
is the only sure and sustainable solu-
tion to address the problem of piracy—
and the instability in Somalia—over
the long term. Moreover, I am con-
vinced that we have a unique window
of opportunity for progress as a result
of the Ethiopian troop withdrawal ear-
lier this year and the establishment of
a new unity Government relocated
back to Mogadishu. This Government
has the potential to unite Somalia if it
demonstrates a genuine commitment
to inclusion and begins to make a real
difference in people’s lives—in terms of
security and basic services, such as
protection, trash collection and job
creation. Helping the Government to
find tangible solutions to expand effec-
tive and inclusive governance must be
a central part of our overall strategy
to stabilize Somalia and address the
threats of piracy and terrorism.

To that end, I continue to urge the
Obama administration, as it develops
its response to piracy, to make it a pri-
ority to engage at a high level with the
new Somali Government. I have writ-
ten to President Obama, asking him to
personally call Somali President Sheik
Sharif and indicate a clear commit-
ment to work with his Government not
just on maritime insecurity but also on
establishing security and governance
within the country. We have been en-
gaging with President Sharif at the
ambassadorial level for quite some
time now, and I met the President in
Djibouti in December. In addition,
there needs to be a stronger and more
sustained diplomatic push to engage
with a wide range of actors within So-
malia and stakeholders in the wider re-
gion—both in the Horn of Africa and
the Middle East—if we are going to ad-
dress the underlying problems that
have contributed to piracy and rising
extremism.

The events with the Maersk Alabama
earlier this month have finally brought
increased attention to the problem of
piracy in Somalia’s waters. But it will
be insufficient if our response only
deals with the symptoms and not So-
malia’s central problems. I urge my
colleagues and the different commit-
tees who will examine this issue over
the coming weeks and months to take
this seriously. For if we do not finally
deal with Somalia’s lawlessness and in-
stability, we will continue to see them
manifest themselves in activities—be
they acts of piracy or terrorism—that
threaten U.S. and international secu-
rity.
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IDAHOANS SPEAK OUT ON HIGH
ENERGY PRICES

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, in mid-
June, I asked Idahoans to share with
me how high energy prices are affect-
ing their lives, and they responded by
the hundreds. The stories, numbering
well over 1,200, are heartbreaking and
touching. While energy prices have
dropped in recent weeks, the concerns
expressed remain very relevant. To re-
spect the efforts of those who took the
opportunity to share their thoughts, I
am submitting every e-mail sent to me
through an address set up specifically
for this purpose to the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD. This is not an issue that will
be easily resolved, but it is one that de-
serves immediate and serious atten-
tion, and Idahoans deserve to be heard.
Their stories not only detail their
struggles to meet everyday expenses,
but also have suggestions and rec-
ommendations as to what Congress can
do now to tackle this problem and find
solutions that last beyond today. I ask
unanimous consent to have today’s let-
ters printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Thank you for providing your constituents
the opportunity to share our thoughts and
ideas regarding energy with you. Your will-
ingness to listen is yet another reason I am
glad you represent me in Washington.

For my family, the ridiculous cost of fuel
has affected almost every area of our lives.
My husband pastors a church here in Twin
Falls and we have always lived within our
means. We are not in debt and have put away
a tidy amount toward our children’s univer-
sity education.

However, with gas prices rising toward $5 a
gallon, we have had to rethink our budget
and spending on items like groceries, cloth-
ing, dental insurance and home remodeling
and repairs. We had planned to repair the
sidewalk in front of our home since it has
cracked and chipped over many years and
presents a hazard to passers-by. My husband
decided not to go ahead with the project this
summer because he is afraid gas prices will
continue to soar and we will be left in a pre-
carious position this coming winter.

Our children usually participate in some
form of athletic activity over the summer,
and this summer was supposed to be golf. We
have cut back on the frequency of their golf
rounds and did not purchase a set of clubs for
our younger daughter as we had planned. In
addition, we cancelled plans to spend two
weeks at a resort in Sun Valley in July and
will instead go camping near home.

If things do not improve soon, we will have
to cancel our weekly ski trips this winter as
well, because the high cost of fuel will pro-
hibit us from making the drive to Ketchum
each week.

Perhaps these cutbacks sound frivolous to
some who surely have it much harder than
we do, but when we consider that there are
alternative, less costly energy sources avail-
able, and when we read that once again, the
democratic machine has stalled drilling for
existing oil, and when we combine that with
the fact that our government can afford to
promote initiatives for credits on the manu-
facture and purchase of alternative energy
sources, it makes no sense.

Surrounded by naysayers, a wise little boy
once remarked, ‘Momma! The emperor is
naked!”” It is high time those of us feeling
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the pinch of escalating fuel prices cry out,
“The emperor is naked!” All the rigmarole
and double-talk thrown at us from politi-
cally savvy liberals does not keep us warm in
winter, nor get us to work on time.

Please use your position to support off-
shore drilling, research and develop alter-
native sources of energy including nuclear,
and push for tax credits and rebates on the
manufacture and purchase of solar panels
and other energy alternatives.

Thank you again for representing me with
dignity, wisdom and courage in Washington
D.C.

SUMMER, Twin Falls.

Simply put, I stopped driving. I ride my
bike, telecommute, and use mass transit. I
carpool when I can and am considering pur-
chasing a smaller, diesel engine vehicle and
converting it to run on vegetable oil. Sounds
crazy, but it is better than supporting the
big 0il companies.

For those of us who have been paying at-
tention the past few years, the high price of
oil (and consequently gas) is no surprise. It
is about time that Americans started val-
uing oil and gas as the precious commodities
that they are. We could continue to build an
economy based on a non-renewable fuel. And
that would validate our history of short-
sighted solutions for complex problems. Need
more oil, ally with the Saudis, no problem.
Befriend African rogue nations, they’ve got
plenty. Who cares if they commit atrocious
human rights violations. It comes down the
cheap price of oil, right?

OK, so let us drill in our own backyards.
How would you like an oil rig in your wilder-
ness area or off your coastline? Ask the resi-
dents of Pinedale, Wyoming, who not only
deal with the high price of housing spurred
by the natural gas drilling in the area, but
have also contended with near unacceptable
ozone levels throughout three of the past
four winters (March 13, 2008 Casper Star
Tribune). Keep in mind, this is a county in
rural Wyoming, approximately 5,000 square
miles, with about 6,000 residents (as of the
year 2000) in which there exists not a single
stoplight!

Or ask those who lived in Santa Barbara in
1969 (June 23, 2008 NPR website). I remember
my first trip to the beach as a kid . . . and
cleaning the oil off the bottom of my feet
with olive oil at the end of the day.

Or ask those who live near the tar sands in
Canada about their quality of life and health
concerns (http:/www.cbsnews.com/stories/2006/
01/20/60minutes/mainl225184 pagel .shtml)

Or we could look for a solution that ad-
dresses the truly complex nature of this
issue. Our economy and way of life are based
on petroleum, a non-renewable resource.
Some predict we have even reached the crit-
ical ‘‘peak 0il”’ point, yet we insist on con-
tinuing to look for more of something that
will eventually, without a doubt, run out.
Maybe the high price of gas is a blessing in
disguise. Maybe it will force us to take a se-
rious look at alternatives before it really is
too late.

KiMm, Boise.

The following is my response to Senator
Bingaman (thus to Congress) regarding his
comment about energy in his newsletter.
This pretty much says it all, and thus sums
it up for us, the taxpaying citizens of this
nation—those paying over $4.00 a gallon for
gas, and consequently outrageous prices for
food!

“You are ‘working to get a clear picture
what actually is going on in o0il and gasoline
markets . . .” ? Where have you been? And,
you are the chairman of the Senate Energy
and Natural Resources Committee?!

“The citizens of this nation have been try-
ing to get Congress to drill for oil for years,
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only to have Congress [miss the mark due to
special interest and environmental 1lob-
bying]. Consequently, ten years later, you
are still studying the problem ... and we
are paying through the nose for gasoline, and
consequently for food.

“We need to drill on land and sea, wherever
the oil may be!

‘““Congress [has failed] to provide short-
term as well as long-term energy solutions.
[It seems that partisan finger pointing is all
that goes on.]

‘“Yes, We need to drill on land and sea,
wherever the oil may be!

“Drill, drill, drill, and drill some more!
And do not forget to process that oil shale
that everyone said, ‘when the price of oil
hits $50 a barrel, it would be profitable!’

““The rising price of gasoline, consequently
food, is hurting every family in America. We
are tired of Congress doing nothing but fin-
ger pointing and bowing down to the envi-
ronmentalists and special interest groups.

‘‘Oh sure, there is a problem with the oil
companies, but the real problem is Congress!
Congress must lead and demand drilling
commence immediately in Alaska, North Da-
kota, the western states, and oil shale must
be processed, too! If the oil companies need
an incentive, simply tell them to choose be-
tween paying a huge windfall profits tax or
invest that money in drilling immediately!

“It is time for Congress to implement a
program, which allows for the exploration of
America’s energy sources without being
overly concerned about the environment.
Yes, we should be concerned about any reck-
less exploration, and not permit such folly,
but remember, you have asked the balance of
the world to drill, while overly protecting
our environment ... and yes, to our det-
riment. Because of you our economy and
citizens suffers—suffering needlessly! Be-
cause of Congress’ inaction, for years, Con-
gress has put this nation in a position where-
by OPEC and speculators can, and do, extort
exorbitant prices for oil out of this nation!

‘““And, about the ‘excuse’ that it will take
a few years to get the oil into the pipeline.
[With the many years of foot-dragging, our
country is paying dearly for inaction.]

‘“As you very well know, once this country
commences drilling, seriously, for oil . . .
and we do have a huge supply, the price will
immediately drop, and then we will be on the
road to becoming self-sufficient! Yes, if we
announced that we were going to drill in the
gulf, in Alaska, in North Dakota and in our
western states, as well as process oil shale,
the price of oil would drop 50 to 70 dollars a
barrel overnight!

““Inaction has cost this country dearly, and
our economy suffers because of it—but, even
worse, the working man is finding it difficult
to make ends meet! You must stop playing
petty, partisan politics and put our families,
the citizens of this nation, and the welfare of
our country first!

“We need to drill on land and sea, wherever
the oil may be!”” . . . Now! No more excuses!

BRUCE.

After having read the stories on your site,
and myself feeling the same pain, I would
just like to ask a few questions. One, what is
our current president doing? [While he may
not have financial worries, he needs to pay
attention to the rest of the country.] Two,
what are all of you politicians, senate lead-
ers and other elected officials doing to help
solve all of these problems in our country.
And I mean what are you doing about it, not
just talking about what could be done. I
could tell my story, but it would be the same
as all others. Pretty soon none of us will be
able to afford to drive to work, except of
course the bigwig making all the bonus
bucks execs at the oil companies. Pretty
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soon we will not have to worry about how
many overweight people there are in our
country because people will not be able to
feed themselves. We will become one of the
foreign nations with starving people living
on the streets and killing children because
people cannot afford to have a family. I am
sure the suicide rate is going up as we speak.
So I am asking you along with all other
elected officials, please do something! Take
action! Let us know there is hope!
LYNN, Star.

This is the 3rd response I have sent to you
in regards to saving energy. I want you to
know that we have several new long-haul
trucking companies using the Ferox Fuel
Tabs with great success. I am enclosing one
of the testimonial trial runs for your view.
Ferox is different from anything on the mar-
ket as it is a catalysis and was developed in
1986 from work done on experimental burn
rate modifiers for solid rocket propellant
systems use in the aerospace industry. With
a near 100% burn rate, significant changes in
normal circumstances change for the better:
Increased gas mileage up to 20% or more;
emissions are reduced by 95% (this is as
green as you can get for the environment);
oil life is extended by 80%; horsepower in-
creased by 15%; octane requirements are re-
duced and it is very easy to use, cost can get
as low as .07 cents per gallon. This is as pro-
fessional product as it can get having been
used in the commercial industry for more
than 20 years with documented success. If ev-
erything I am saying is true, why would you
not give it some attention so you can see for
yourself. I realize there are many out there
that are claiming something similar, but
many questions remain as to them working
as they claim. This one is for real and would
make a tremendous difference in many re-
spects. Please respond as I would like to
know where to go from here to try to help
make a difference.

GORDON, Twin Falls.

I am a student at Brigham Young Univer-
sity of Idaho. Each summer I take the time
to earn money for education and reduce my
amount of loan-borrowing. The city of
Rexburg is rather small and has a shortage
of job opportunities for college students.
Naturally, many students in my same situa-
tion seek employment in Rigby or Idaho
Falls. The commute may only be about 30
miles. Nonetheless, after the cost of gasoline
was subtracted from my paycheck, it was
barely worth commuting out of town. This
year I intend to work within Rexburg in an
effort to save money on gas. I hope to make
slightly more than minimum wage, but that
is negotiable to circumstance. As was men-
tioned in national news, many BYU-Idaho
students donate their plasma to help pay for
groceries, dates and, of course, gasoline.
Many of my friends donate plasma on a
weekly basis. I suppose this is one way to
buffer the effect of gas prices now, but it can
only last so long. It is also unfortunate for
those whose health impedes them from sell-
ing their plasma. It is ridiculous to think of
how much money I spend at the pump on my
little Honda Accord. I do not know how some
people afford to drive their huge SUVs or
trucks! I am starting to worry because the
prices do not appear to be stopping or slow-
ing. Not every semester of classes will allow
for an evening job due to their academic
rigor and demand of time. Education re-
mains very expensive even after receiving
government financial aid (which, by the way,
I am very grateful for). Bottom line, the
price of gas is really hurting me and my
classmates. Thanks for listening.

MATTHEW, Rexburg.
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Our energy independence is easily bought
by reducing the usage, or waste. We as Amer-
icans drive around in our SUVs and pickups
when there is no need to do so, we have only
one person in a vehicle and it is a huge waste
of energy to drive it helping only the ego of
the person driving it. We would do a lot bet-
ter if we had some sort of mass transit and
drove smaller cars instead of some huge di-
nosaur eating toy. If a person wants to drive
that sort of vehicle it is up to them to pay
the penalty for it.

As far as gas prices go I personally would
not mind to pay five dollars a gallon if a
much larger percentage of the cost of the
fuel was a tax that went straight toward a
mass transit system to get us all where we
need to go in an efficient manner, it is done
in Europe so it is possible here!

As for all those complaining about the
high fuel prices, buying a vehicle that gets
poor mileage is like not putting money in
the bank for retirement or hard times. You
reap what you sow!

Maybe we should do a better job educating
to enable people to be able to think through
a decision.

JOHN, Meridian.

Our lives are suddenly controlled by the
energy prices we have to pay. Our summer
vacations consist of going 200 or 300 miles to
see our children and grandchildren. We are
not extravagant and travel frugally. This
summer our trips have been slashed in half
or more because we cannot afford the gas to
get there. We filled our propane tank to be
prepared for winter, and are already $1000.00
in debt for heating. This amount will not
last all winter, by February or before we will
need to fill it again, that is if it is a mild
winter. Our heating bill has tripled in the
last year and a half. Our food bill has gone
up at least one third. We have to drive 8
miles one way to work; we have to have
money for gas to get to work, so everything
else has to go. We are trying to find ways to
cut back on other things, because we do not
have enough money to reach the end of the
month.

We need to have common sense regarding
our energy resources. We can develop fuel
sources and be smart about it at the same
time. Our dependence on foreign oil has got
us around the throat.

ARLENE.

You know all the stories that us Idahoans
could send you would not make any dif-
ference. The difference will be when the
elected officials of this country start doing
the right thing for the American public.
Only you and the other elected officials can
put a stop to all the hullabaloo that is going
on at our nation’s capital.

It has been said time and time again that
a democracy can only last a couple of hun-
dred years until [corruption takes root]. I
think we are pretty close to that now. We
cannot even take care of the American citi-
zens properly!

JACK, Idaho Falls.

I thought you would like to know of our
experience with the increasing prices of gas-
oline and how our family has been affected.
A few months ago my husband was diagnosed
with esophageal cancer. We live in a small
farming community with the nearest center
for chemotherapy and radiation being just
over 100 miles round trip. His cancer treat-
ment was administered five days per week
for 6% weeks. We had to make this 100-plus
mile trip Monday through Friday 28 times.
As if the financial burden of the medical
treatment and the loss of work was not
enough, the price of gasoline did not help.
We spent well over $500 on fuel to drive him
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to receive his cancer treatments. Although
he is finished with the treatment he will
have several follow up visits over the next
few months. There is no public transpor-
tation in this area, and the rising cost of fuel
makes it difficult to want to leave your
home! I sincerely hope that a solution can be
found to lower the cost of fuel and make life
affordable once again.
AMBER, Grace.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CONGRATULATING WINNERS OF
CORPORATE-SPONSORED NA-
TIONAL MERIT SCHOLARSHIPS

e Mr. BUNNING. Mr. President, today I
pay tribute to Kentucky students who
have received corporate-sponsored Na-
tional Merit Scholarships. The Na-
tional Merit Scholarship Program pre-
sents this award to over 1,000 high
school seniors and I am very proud
that eight recipients of this award re-
side in the Commonwealth of Ken-
tucky.

The corporate-sponsored scholarships
are a partnership between the National
Merit Scholarship Corporation and
local companies who wish to support
students in their communities. In order
for a student to receive a corporate-
sponsored scholarship the student must
advance to the finalist level of the Na-
tional Merit Scholarship competition
and meet the criteria set forth by their
individual corporate sponsor.

The eight students from Kentucky
who received this award are Meaghan
M. Sanders of Assumption High School,
Austin C. Brownlow of Kentucky Coun-
try Day, Allan J. Hsiao of DuPont
Manual High School, Victoria
Greenstone of Sacred Heart Academy,
Matthew R. Seabold of St. Xavier High
School, Elliott W. Rosenberg and Kyle
R. Rosenberg of Paul Laurence Dunbar
High School, and Matthew S. Miller of
Beechwood High School.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
congratulating these students on their
outstanding achievement. It is stu-
dents like these who will provide Ken-
tucky and the United States with our
leaders of tomorrow.e

REMEMBERING COLONEL JOHN L.
HOWLETT

e Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, today I
would like to recognize a man who
lived a life of honor, serving his coun-
try, his community and his family.
John Leo Francis Howlett, Ph.D., U.S.
Army, retired, served our country in
the Army for 30 years and retired at
the rank of colonel. Dr. Howlett served
in Vietnam and then in the Army Offi-
cers Reserves. Upon completion of his
Active Duty time, Dr. Howlett ob-
tained his Ph.D. in education and be-
came involved in his community
through teaching at the college level,
first in Michigan and Wisconsin, and
then Washington State, Oregon, and
Minnesota. He returned to Spokane,
WA, where he finished out his teaching
career and retired in 1999.
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While vocation tends to determine
our geography, our lives are defined by
our character. Dr. Howlett was a man
of strong faith, high integrity, commit-
ment to challenges, and a true family
man. It is said that he never missed a
game, meet, tournament or even prac-
tice in the sports lives of his five chil-
dren. He taught his children to respect
our tremendous natural resources and
imparted his love of hunting, fishing,
sailing, and camping to them. The ex-
ample he set—high achievement, at-
taining goals, and excellence—lives on
in the lives of his children, all high
achievers and highly educated in their
own right.

John managed to fight the cancer
that took his life for 5 years, and
passed on July 4, 2005. His son, Mark,
described his father thus: ‘“‘In today’s
world this is what America needs, a
hard working patriot that believed in
family, his country, and bettering the
children of tomorrow. He was one of a
kind, a family man, outdoorsman, hus-
band, father, brother, son, teacher,
coach, Catholic and most importantly
my best friend!”’

I am honored to reflect on this life
well-lived.e

———————

REMEMBERING MIDGE MILLER

e Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, on April
17, Wisconsin bid farewell to a pioneer
in politics. Midge Miller was a remark-
able woman, and I want to take a few
moments to honor her service, her ac-
tivism, and her extraordinary spirit.

Midge arrived in Madison, WI, in 1957.
By that time in her young life she had
served as a missionary in Japan after
the bombing of Hiroshima and Naga-
saki, had lost her husband to a tragic
shipwreck, and was about to begin
graduate school in Madison. She was
also the mother of four young children.

She went on to serve as assistant
dean of UW’s College of Letters and
Science, one of Wisconsin’s most effec-
tive State senators, a 9-year member of
the Democratic National Committee,
and a founder of the National Women’s
Political Caucus. Along the way she
found time to volunteer for a host of
causes, all of them aimed at advancing
peace and equality and giving hope to
people who too often found themselves
outside the ‘‘system.” She defended
civil liberties, expanded civil rights,
protected the environment, and fought
for consumers.

Always mindful of her many roles,
Midge could all at once be a remark-
able leader, active constituent, and a
responsible steward of everything, and
to everyone, she touched. When the
phone rang and her gentle voice came
through on the other end, no matter on
what subject or cause, listening, learn-
ing, and being compelled to action
were the only obvious responses when
she was finished with you. From my
first days in office right up until re-
cently, Midge was always there to ad-
vise me but also hold me accountable.
She showed her loved ones in her fam-
ily and those she came to love in her
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community what it meant, in the
words of Gandhi, to be the change we
want to see in the world. Countless
people, especially women in our State,
credit her for the opportunities and in-
spiration she provided that helped
them reach their potential.

She was an extraordinary mentor,
motivator, and mother. She was tire-
less and tenacious. She never lost her
zeal to make the world a better place.
Throughout her life, Midge Miller ex-
emplified public service, social respon-
sibility, goodness, and grace. For all
those reasons and many more, I am
honored to have known Midge Miller
and send my heartfelt condolences to
her family.e
e Mr. FEINGOLD. Mr. President, it is
with great sadness that I remember a
good friend, a great Wisconsin progres-
sive, Midge Miller, who recently passed
away at age 86.

Midge was famous for many things,
including her vital work on Eugene
McCarthy’s Presidential campaign, her
efforts to help found the National
Women’s Political Caucus and the
Madison Institute, and her service on
the Democratic National Committee,
in addition to her many years of serv-
ice representing the west side of Madi-
son in the Wisconsin State Assembly.
Above all, though, Midge was known
for who she was rather than the many
things she accomplished. She was, very
simply, a force of nature. Midge was a
dynamo who was always striving to do
more and to get those around her to do
the same. That was why she was loved
by so many and why she will be so
greatly missed.

I was proud to serve with Midge in
the State legislature, where she was a
legendary figure. She was a true re-
former, a role model, and a treasured
colleague. When I arrived in the State
Senate as a young legislator, Midge
was always complimentary and sup-
portive, which meant a great deal to
me. At the same time, in true Midge
fashion, she never failed to give me ei-
ther additional work or a reading as-
signment. It was that determination to
keep working for change, and to make
sure that the rest of us were working
for change alongside her, that truly
made Midge one of a Kind.

Midge was an outstanding represent-
ative for the people she served. In the
State assembly, she used the skills she
had honed from her work on the
McCarthy campaign, advancing wom-
en’s rights, and as a leader in the
Democratic Party, to great effect. She
was a terrific ally, a formidable oppo-
nent, and an unfailing advocate for the
people she represented. And, in the end,
she didn’t just represent the west side
of Madison, she represented all who
care about economic and social justice,
and the countless other causes she
championed.

As I make this tribute to Midge, I am
particularly proud of the way she rep-
resented what is best about our State’s
progressive tradition. She was abso-
lutely committed to making democ-
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racy work for everyday people, people
who deserve a decent wage, safe work-
ing conditions and good health care,
and who deserve to be treated equally,
no matter their gender, their religion,
or the color of their skin. Her values
were the progressive values that have
helped to strengthen our State, and the
Nation, for more than a century.

Like so many Wisconsinites, my
thoughts are with Midge’s wonderful
family, as people across the State and
across the country mourn her loss. We
are so fortunate that Midge devoted
her tremendous energy, devotion and
skill to bettering all of our lives. I am
grateful to have known Midge Miller,
and I am honored to pay tribute to her
today.e

———

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME

The following bills were read the first
time:

S. 895. A bill to prevent mortgage fore-
closures and enhance mortgage credit avail-
ability.

S. 896. A bill to prevent mortgage fore-
closures and enhance mortgage credit avail-
ability.

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. DODD (for himself, Mr. DURBIN,
and Mr. SCHUMER):

S. 895. A bill to prevent mortgage fore-
closures and enhance mortgage credit avail-
ability; read the first time.

By Mr. DODD (for himself, Mr. DURBIN,
and Mr. SCHUMER):

S. 896. A bill to prevent mortgage fore-
closures and enhance mortgage credit avail-
ability; read the first time.

By Mr. HATCH:

S. 897. A bill to limit Federal spending to
20 percent of GDP; to the Committee on the
Budget.

By Mr. SANDERS:

S. 898. A bill to amend the Social Security
Act to provide grants and flexibility through
demonstration projects for States to provide
universal, comprehensive, cost-effective sys-
tems of health care coverage, with simplified
administration; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

————————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 384

At the request of Mr. LUGAR, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
384, a bill to authorize appropriations
for fiscal years 2010 through 2014 to pro-
vide assistance to foreign countries to
promote food security, to stimulate
rural economies, and to improve emer-
gency response to food crises, to amend
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961, and
for other purposes.

S. 437

At the request of Mr. SPECTER, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 437, a bill to amend the Inter-
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nal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow the
deduction of attorney-advanced ex-
penses and court costs in contingency
fee cases.
S. 455
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. BoND) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 455, a bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in recogni-
tion of 5 United States Army Five-Star
Generals, George Marshall, Douglas
MacArthur, Dwight Eisenhower, Henry
‘“Hap’ Arnold, and Omar Bradley,
alumni of the United States Army
Command and General Staff College,
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, to coincide
with the celebration of the 132nd Anni-
versary of the founding of the United
States Army Command and General
Staff College.
S. 488
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 488, a bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act, the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974,
and the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
to require group and individual health
insurance coverage and group health
plans to provide coverage for individ-
uals participating in approved cancer
clinical trials.
S. 491
At the request of Mr. WEBB, the name
of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
BROWNBACK) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 491, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal
civilian and military retirees to pay
health insurance premiums on a pretax
basis and to allow a deduction for
TRICARE supplemental premiums.
S. 553
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Mr. FEINGOLD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 553, a bill to revise the author-
ized route of the North Country Na-
tional Scenic Trail in northeastern
Minnesota to include existing hiking
trails along Lake Superior’s north
shore and in Superior National Forest
and Chippewa National Forest, and for
other purposes.
S. 614
At the request of Mrs. HUTCHISON, the
names of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
BENNETT) and the Senator from South
Dakota (Mr. THUNE) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 614, a bill to award a

Congressional Gold Medal to the
Women Airforce Service Pilots
(“WASP”).

S. 645

At the request of Mr. THUNE, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
645, a bill to amend title 32, United
States Code, to modify the Department
of Defense share of expenses under the
National Guard Youth Challenge Pro-
gram.

S. 677

At the request of Mr. ENSIGN, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. DEMINT) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 677, a bill to amend title
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XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
quire wealthy beneficiaries to pay a
greater share of their premiums under
the Medicare prescription drug pro-
gram.
S. 738
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the
names of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator from
North Carolina (Mr. BURR) were added
as cosponsors of S. 738, a bill to amend
the Consumer Credit Protection Act to
assure meaningful disclosures of the
terms of rental-purchase agreements,
including disclosures of all costs to
consumers under such agreements, to
provide certain substantive rights to
consumers under such agreements, and
for other purposes.
S. 812
At the request of Mr. BAUCUS, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 812, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to make per-
manent the special rule for contribu-
tions of qualified conservation con-
tributions.
S. 827
At the request of Mr. ROCKEFELLER,
the names of the Senator from Ne-
braska (Mr. NELSON) and the Senator
from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS) were
added as cosponsors of S. 827, a bill to
establish a program to reunite bond-
holders with matured unredeemed
United States savings bonds.
S. 846
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN), the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ), the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER), the Senator from
California (Mrs. FEINSTEIN) and the
Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH) were
added as cosponsors of S. 846, a bill to
award a congressional gold medal to
Dr. Muhammad Yunus, in recognition
of his contributions to the fight
against global poverty.
S. CON. RES. 18
At the request of Mr. FEINGOLD, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Con. Res. 18, a concurrent res-
olution supporting the goals and ideals
of World Malaria Day, and reaffirming
United States leadership and support
for efforts to combat malaria.
AMENDMENT NO. 1007
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
names of the Senator from Wyoming
(Mr. BARRASSO) and the Senator from
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were added as
cosponsors of amendment No. 1007 pro-
posed to S. 386, a bill to improve en-
forcement of mortgage fraud, securi-
ties fraud, financial institution fraud,
and other frauds related to federal as-
sistance and relief programs, for the re-
covery of funds lost to these frauds,
and for other purposes.

——————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. HATCH:
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S. 897. A bill to limit Federal spend-
ing to 20 percent of GDP; to the Com-
mittee on the Budget.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise
today to introduce the Limitation On
Government Spending Act of 2009. This
legislation will set limits on the
amount of Government spending in
comparison to the Nation’s gross do-
mestic product.

Abraham Lincoln once said, ‘“‘You
cannot keep out of trouble by spending
more than you earn.”” While we remain
in an economic recession, the Obama
administration continues to spend our
way out of it, disregarding the future
consequences.

As we continue on this route of reck-
less government spending, we continue
to increase our debt that will be passed
down to our children, grandchildren,
and many generations to come. The
only way to repay this debt is to in-
crease taxes. That is why I believe it is
so important that we restrict ourselves
from spending too much, especially
during this economic recession.

At a time when Utahns and Ameri-
cans are tightening their wallets, this
budget grows the size of Government,
excluding nondefense-related spending
in just 2 years by 22 percent.

Many Americans, as demonstrated
last week through TEA parties, are
asking if this Government spending
will ever stop. After trillions for bail-
outs and other Government spending,
this budget makes no hard choices to
reform runaway spending.

I keep hearing my friends on the
other side of the aisle eagerly point out
that President Bush never vetoed a
spending bill. While I may agree that
the former President should have re-
stricted more in Government spending,
President Obama’s budget spends more
than President Bush’s did every year,
even after adjusting for inflation.

Furthermore, the spending in this
budget is so massive that independent
estimates suggest roughly 250,000 new
Government bureaucrats may be need-
ed to spend it all. While President
Obama would like to claim this as job
growth, I think this is a false sense of
economic recovery. Long after our
economy has hopefully recovered, we
will need to continue financing these
new 250,000 new Government bureau-
crats through, you guessed it, more
Government spending.

My Republican colleagues want to
work with the President to improve
the economy. This should be done by
focusing on the issues that are hurting
Americans the most. Fixing housing,
reforming financial markets, devel-
oping clean energy and providing af-
fordable health care are all common
goals that both sides of the aisle share.
But President Obama’s European-style
approach to achieve these goals is to
socialize America—to spend, spend,
spend and not worry about the enor-
mous price tag it will leave.

If you look at the proposed budget,
you can see the reckless spending. This
budget increases discretionary spend-
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ing by $490 billion over 5 years, and it
promises much more spending than
that—$1.3 trillion over b5 years—
through 27 reserve funds. The total
spending in this budget is $3.9 trillion
in 2009, or 28 percent of GDP, the high-
est level as a share of the GDP since
World War II. This is absurd.

How can we tell the American public,
who are budgeting themselves and
making sacrifices, that we are going to
spend our way out of this, then come
back to them and tax them until they
are back in the same position? It is lu-
dicrous.

We are moving toward what I call the
Europeanization of America. To under-
stand what I mean, it is helpful to com-
pare European countries’ total govern-
ment spending as a percentage of GDP
with our Nation’s Government spend-
ing. In France, for example, govern-
ment spending is close to 50 percent of
GDP. England’s government spending
is roughly 44 percent of GDP. In Ger-
many, government spending is 45 per-
cent of GDP. In the US Federal Gov-
ernment spending has been around 20
percent. However, to accurately com-
pare the US to European nations, it is
necessary to include state and local
spending. Once that is factored in, US
Government spending exceeds 37 per-
cent of GDP, and that is before Presi-
dent Obama’s stimulus package and
budget for this year are taken into ac-
count. Thus, it is almost a forgone con-
clusion that by the end of this year,
total government spending in the US
will be in line with most European gov-
ernments. Do we really want to move
toward this Europeanization of Amer-
ica?

Despite what you may hear, trivial
attempts to cutback will not make an
impact on Government spending. This
past week, President Obama admirably
asked his administration to trim $100
million in Government spending. While
this amount would be significant a cen-
tury ago, it doesn’t do much today to
reduce government spending. This cut
would amount to just 1/400 of 1 percent
of total Federal spending for fiscal
year 2009. The Federal Government
spends $100 million about every 13 min-
utes. So, while President Obama’s re-
straint on Government spending is ad-
mirable, it is just a drop in the bucket
for what we really need to achieve.

It is time for us to take a stand on
Government spending. We need to show
self-discipline when dealing with Gov-
ernment spending. Since World War II,
Federal spending has been between 18
and 22 percent of GDP. I am calling
upon my colleagues to restrict Govern-
ment spending to the historical aver-
age of 20 percent. This limitation may
be waived by an approval of 3/56 of mem-
bers of this body.

It is time that we restrict govern-
ment spending. It will cause us to
make some tough decisions about what
is really important. One thing is cer-
tain, we cannot continue down the
path we are headed. We owe it to our
children and grandchildren to change
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course and get back on the path to fis-
cal sanity.

———

NOTICE OF HEARING

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. BINGAMAN. Mr. President, I
would like to announce for the infor-
mation of the Senate and the public
that a business meeting has been
scheduled before Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources. The business
meeting will be held on Thursday,
April 30, 2009 at 2:30 p.m., in room SD-
366 of the Dirksen Senate office build-
ing.

The purpose of the business meeting
is to consider the nominations of
Kristina M. Johnson, to be the Under
Secretary of Energy, Steven Elliot
Koonin, to be the Under Secretary for
Science, Department of Energy, Ines R.
Triay, to be an Assistant Secretary of
Energy, Environmental Management,
Hilary Chandler Tompkins, to be Solic-
itor of the Department of the Interior,
and Scott Blake Harris, to be the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of En-
ergy. The Committee may also con-
sider legislation on a Renewable Elec-
tricity Standard and on Siting of Inter-
state Electric Transmission Facilities.

For further information, please con-
tact Sam Fowler at (202) 224-7571 or
Amanda Kelly at (202) 224-6836.

———————

MEASURES READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 895 and S. 896

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I under-
stand there are two bills at the desk,
and I ask for their first reading, en
bloc.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the bills by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 895) to prevent mortgage fore-
closures and enhance mortgage credit avail-
ability.

A bill (S. 896) to prevent mortgage fore-
closures and enhance mortgage credit avail-
ability.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now ask
for a second reading en bloc, and I ob-
ject to my own request en bloc.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection is heard. The bills will
be read for the second time on the next
legislative day.

———

MODIFICATION TO ORDER FOR
CLOTURE VOTE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order with re-
spect to the cloture vote on Monday,
April 27, be modified to provide that
the vote occur at 5:20 p.m., with rule
XII, paragraph 4, waived, and that the
hour for debate prior to the vote begin
at 4:20 p.m., with all other provisions
remaining in effect. We will act as if
the vote started at 5:30.

The ACTING PRESDIENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

————

CIVIL RIGHTS HISTORY PROJECT
ACT OF 2009

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed
to H.R. 586.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the bill by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (H.R. 586) to direct the Librarian of
Congress and the Secretary of the Smithso-
nian Institution to carry out a joint project
at the Library of Congress and the National
Museum of African American History and
Culture to collect video and audio recordings
of personal histories and testimonials of in-
dividuals who participated in the Civil
Rights movement, and for other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the bill be read
three times, passed, the motion to re-
consider be laid upon the table, with no
intervening action or debate, and that
any statements relating to the bill be
printed in the RECORD.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.
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The bill (H.R. 586) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

—————

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, APRIL 27,
2009

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 2 p.m. on Monday, April 27;
that following the prayer and pledge,
the Journal of proceedings be approved
to date, the morning hour be deemed
expired, the time for the two leaders be
reserved for their use later in the day,
and there then be a period for the
transaction of morning business until
4:20 p.m., with Senators permitted to
speak for up to 10 minutes each, with
the time equally divided and controlled
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees. I also ask unanimous consent
that following morning business, the
Senate resume consideration of S. 386,
the Fraud Enforcement Act, and all or-
ders previously made remain in effect.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

PROGRAM

Mr. REID. Mr. President, under the
previous order, the time from 4:20 p.m.
to 5:20 p.m. on Monday will be equally
divided and controlled between the two
leaders or their designees. At 5:20 p.m.,
the Senate will proceed to a cloture
vote on the fraud legislation.

————

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY,
APRIL 27, 2009, AT 2 P.M.

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is
no further business to come before the
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that
it stand adjourned under the previous
order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 12:565 p.m., adjourned until Monday,
April 27, 2009, at 2 p.m.
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Dazily Digest

Senate

Chamber Action
Routine Proceedings, pages S4707—4723

Measures Introduced: Four bills were introduced,
as follows: S. 895-898. Page S4721

Measures Passed:

Civil Rights History Project Act: Senate passed
H.R. 586, to direct the Librarian of Congress and
the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution to carry
out a joint project at the Library of Congress and the
National Museum of African American History and
Culture to collect video and audio recordings of pet-
sonal histories and testimonials of individuals who
participated in the Civil Rights movement, clearing
the measure for the President. Page S4723

Fraud Enforcement and Recovery Act—Agree-
ment: A unanimous-consent-time agreement was
reached providing that Senate resume consideration
of S. 386, to improve enforcement of mortgage
fraud, securities fraud, financial institution fraud,
and other frauds related to Federal assistance and re-
lief programs, for the recovery of funds lost to these

frauds, at approximately 4:20 p.m., on Monday,
April 27, 2009, and after a period of debate, vote
on the motion to invoke cloture on the committee
amendment in the nature of a substitute at 5:20

p-m. Page S4723
Measures Read the First Time: Pages S4721, S4723
Additional Cosponsors: Pages S4721-22

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions:

Pages S4722-23
Additional Statements: Pages S4720-21
Notices of Hearings/Meetings: Page S4723

Adjournment: Senate convened at 11 a.m. and ad-
journed at 12:55 p.m., until 2 p.m. on Monday,
April 27, 2009. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on
page S4723.)

Committee Meetings

(Committees not listed did not meet)

No committee meetings were held.

House of Representatives

Chamber Action

The House was not in session today. The House
is scheduled to meet at 12:30 p.m. on Monday,
April 27, 2009.

Committee Meetings

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, VETERANS
AFFAIRS, RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS

Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Mili-
tary Construction, Veterans Affairs, and Related
Agencies held a hearing on Base Posture and Supple-
mental Request. Testimony was heard from GEN

David Petraeus, USA, Commander, U.S. Central
Command, Department of Defense.

AMERICAN CLEAN ENERGY SECURITY ACT
OF 2009

Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on
Energy and Environment continued hearings on the
American Clean Energy Security Act of 2009. Testi-
mony was heard from former Vice President Albert
Gore, Jr., of Tennessee; former Senator John Warner
of Virginia; former Speaker of the House Newt
Gingrich of Georgia; Ian Bowles, Secretary, Execu-
tive Office of Energy and Environmental Affairs,
Massachusetts; Tia Nelson, Executive Secretary,
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Board of Commissioners of Public Lands, State of
Wisconsin; and public witnesses.

Joint Meetings

No joint committee meetings were held.

NEW PUBLIC LAWS

(For last listing of Public Laws, see DAILY DIGEST, p. D 431)

S. 520, to designate the U.S. courthouse under
construction at 327 South Church Street, Rockford,
Illinois, as the “Stanley J. Roszkowski United States
Courthouse”. Signed on April 23, 2009. (Public Law
111-14)

S. 383, to amend the Emergency Economic Sta-
bilization Act of 2008 (division A of Public Law
110-343) to provide the Special Inspector General

with additional authorities and responsibilities.
Signed on April 24, 2009. (Public Law 111-15)
N —

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD
Week of April 27 through May 2, 2009

Senate Chamber

On Monday, at approximately 4:20 p.m., Senate
will resume consideration of S. 386, Fraud Enforce-
ment and Recovery Act, and after a period of debate,
vote on the motion to invoke cloture on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a substitute at
5:20 p.m.

On Tuesday, at 10 a.m., Senate will begin consid-
eration of the nomination of Kathleen Sebelius, to be
Secretary of Health and Human Services, and after a
period of debate, vote on confirmation thereon.

On Tuesday, at 12 noon, Senate will vote on pas-
sage of S. 386, Fraud Enforcement and Recovery
Act.

During the balance of the week, Senate may con-
sider any cleared legislative and executive business.

Senate Committees

(Committee meetings ave open unless otherwise indicated)

Committee on Appropriations: April 30, Subcommittee on
Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, and
Related Agencies, to hold hearings to examine the De-
partment of Transportation’s implementation of the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), 9:15
a.m., SD-138.

April 30, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
proposed budget estimates for fiscal year 2010 for the
War Supplemental, 10 a.m., SD-106.

Committee on Armed Services: April 28, to hold hearings
to examine the nominations of Raymond Edwin Mabus,
Jr., of Mississippi, to be Secretary, and Robert O. Work,
of Virginia, to be Under Secretary, both of the Depart-
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ment of the Navy, Elizabeth Lee King, of the District of
Columbia, to be Assistant Secretary for Legislative Affairs,
Michael Nacht, of California, to be Assistant Secretary for
Global Strategic Affairs, and Wallace C. Gregson, of Col-
orado, to be Assistant Secretary for Asian and Pacific Se-
curity Affairs, all of the Department of Defense, Donald
Michael Remy, of Virginia, to be General Counsel, and
Jo-Ellen Darcy, of Maryland, to be Assistant Secretary for
Civil Works, both of the Department of the Army, and
Ines R. Triay, of New Mexico, to be Assistant Secretary
of Energy for Environmental Management, 9 a.m.,
SD-106.

April 29, Subcommittee on Personnel, to hold hearings
to examine the implementation of Wounded Warrior
policies and programs, 2:30 p.m., SH-216.

April 30, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
the Secretary of Defense’s 2010 budget recommendations,
9:30 a.m., SH-216.

April 30, Subcommittee on Airland, to hold hearings
to examine the current and future roles, missions, and ca-
pabilities of U.S. military air power, 2 p.m., SR-222.

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: April
28, business meeting to consider the nominations of Ron-
ald C. Sims, of Washington, to be Deputy Secretary,
Peter A. Kovar, of Maryland, to be Assistant Secretary for
Congressional and Intergovernmental Affairs, Helen R.
Kanovsky, of Maryland, to be General Counsel, David H.
Stevens, of Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary for Hous-
ing-Federal Housing Commission, and John D. Trasvina,
of California, to be Assistant Secretary for Fair Housing
and Equal Opportunity, all of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development, David S. Cohen, of Mary-
land, to be Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for Ter-
rorist Financing, and Fred P. Hochberg, of New York, to
be President of the Export-Import Bank of the United
States, 10 a.m., SD-538.

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: April
28, Subcommittee on Consumer Protection, Product Safe-
ty, and Insurance, to hold hearings to examine formalde-
hyde in textiles and consumer products, 10:30 a.m.,
SR-253.

April 28, Subcommittee on Surface Transportation and
Merchant Marine, to hold hearings to examine the future
of national surface transportation policy, 2:30 p.m.,
SR-253.

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: April 28, to
hold hearings to examine financing for deployment of
clean energy and energy efficiency technologies and to en-
hance United States’ competitiveness in this market
through the creation of a Clean Energy Deployment Ad-
ministration within the Department of Energy, 10 a.m.,
SD-366.

April 30, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider the nominations of Kristina M. Johnson, of Mary-
land, to be Under Secretary, Steven Elliot Koonin, of
California, to be Under Secretary for Science, Ines R.
Triay, of New Mexico, to be Assistant Secretary for Envi-
ronmental Management, and Scott Blake Harris, of Vir-
ginia, to be General Counsel, all of the Department of
Energy, Hilary Chandler Tompkins, of New Mexico, to
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be Solicitor of the Department of the Interior, and pend-
ing legislation on Renewable Electricity Standard and
Siting of Interstate Electric Transmission Facilities, 2:30
p-m., SD-366.

Committee on Environment and Public Works: April 28, to
hold hearings to examine the nominations of Michelle
DePass, of New York, and Cynthia J. Giles, of Rhode Is-
land, both to be Assistant Administrators, and Mathy
Stanislaus, of New Jersey, to be Assistant Administrator
for Office of Solid Waste, all of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, 10 a.m., SD—406.

Committee on Finance: April 30, to hold hearings to ex-
amine the nominations of William V. Corr, of Virginia,
to be Deputy Secretary of Health and Human Services,
and Alan B. Krueger, of New Jersey, to be Assistant Sec-
retary of the Treasury for Economic Policy, 10 a.m.,
SD-215.

Committee on Foreign Relations: April 28, to hold hear-
ings to examine war powers in the 21st Century, 10 a.m.,
SD-419.

April 28, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
the nomination of Harold Hongju Koh, of Connecticut,
to be Legal Adviser of the Department of State, 2:15
p.m., SD-419.

April 29, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
the nominations of Johnnie Carson, of Illinois, to be As-
sistant Secretary for African Affairs, and Luis C. de Baca,
of Virginia, to be Director of the Office to Monitor and
Combat Trafficking, both of the Department of State,
9:30 a.m., SD—-419.

April 30, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
the U.S. strategy toward Pakistan, 9:30 a.m., SD—-419.

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: April
28, Subcommittee on Employment and Workplace Safety,
to hold hearings to examine introducing meaningful in-
centives for safe workplaces and meaningful roles for vic-
tims and their families, 10:30 a.m., SD-430.

April 28, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
individual state experiences with health care reform cov-
erage initiatives in the context of national reform, 2:30
p.m., SD-430.

April 29, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider pending calendar business, 10 a.m., SD—430.

April 30, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
primary health care access reform, focusing on community
health centers and the national health service corps, 10
a.m., SD—430.

April 30, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
pending nominations, 2 p.m., SD-430.

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs:
April 27, business meeting to consider the nominations
of William Craig Fugate, of Florida, to be Administrator
of the Federal Emergency Management Agency, and John
Morton, of Virginia, to be Assistant Secretary for Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement, both of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, 5:30 p.m., S-216, Capitol.

April 28, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
cyber security, focusing on developing a national strategy,
10 a.m., SD-342.

April 28, Subcommittee on Federal Financial Manage-
ment, Government Information, Federal Services, and
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International Security, to hold hearings to examine ad-
vancing America into the 21st Century and a digital fu-
ture, 2:30 p.m., SD—342.

April 29, Full Committee, to hold hearings to examine
the nominations of Ivan K. Fong, of Ohio, to be General
Counsel, Department of Homeland Security; to be imme-
diately followed by a hearing to examine the nomination
of Timothy W. Manning, of New Mexico, to be Deputy
Administrator for National Preparedness, Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency, Department of Homeland
Security, 10 a.m., SD-342.

April 29, Subcommittee on Oversight of Government
Management, the Federal Workforce, and the District of
Columbia, to hold hearings to examine the Federal gov-
ernment’s role in empowering Americans to make in-
formed financial decisions, 2:30 p.m., SD-342.

April 30, Subcommittee on Oversight of Government
Management, the Federal Workforce, and the District of
Columbia, to hold hearings to examine national security
reform, focusing on implementing a national security
service workforce, 2:30 p.m., SD-342.

Committee on Indian Affairs: April 30, business meeting
to consider the nomination of Yvette Roubideaux, of Ari-
zona, to be Director of the Indian Health Service, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, Time to be an-
nounced, SD—-628.

Committee on the Judiciary: April 28, to hold hearings to
examine the Victims of Crime Act, focusing on 25 years
of protecting and supporting victims, 10 a.m., SD-226.

April 29, Subcommittee on Crime and Drugs, to hold
hearings to examine restoring fairness to federal sen-
tencing, focusing on addressing the crack-powder dis-
parity, 10 a.m., SD-226.

April 30, Full Committee, business meeting to con-
sider S. 417, to enact a safe, fair, and responsible state
secrets privilege Act, S. 257, to amend title 11, U.S.
Code, to disallow certain claims resulting from high cost
credit debts, S. 448 and H.R. 985, bills to maintain the
free flow of information to the public by providing condi-
tions for the federally compelled disclosure of information
by certain persons connected with the news media, S.
327, to amend the Violence Against Women Act of 1994
and the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968 to improve assistance to domestic and sexual vio-
lence victims and provide for technical corrections, 10
a.m., SD-226.

April 30, Subcommittee on Immigration, Refugees and
Border Security, to hold hearings to examine comprehen-
sive immigration reform in 2009, 2 p.m., SD-226.

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: April 29, to hold hear-
ings to examine pending benefits related legislation, 9:30
a.m., SR—418.

Select Committee on Intelligence: April 28, to hold closed
hearings to examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30
p.m., S-407, Capitol.

April 30, Full Committee, to hold closed hearings to
examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., S—407,
Capitol.

Special Committee on Aging: April 29, to hold hearings
to examine the life settlement market, focusing on what
is at stake for seniors, 2 p.m., SD—-106.
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House Committees

Committee on Agriculture, April 29, Subcommittee on
Department Operations, Oversight, Nutrition and For-
estry, hearing on the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 10:30
a.m., 1300 Longworth.

Committee on Appropriations, April 27, Subcommittee on
Transportation, Housing and Urban Development, and
Related Agencies, on Member Requests, time to be an-
nounced, 2358—A Rayburn.

April 28, Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, Science
and Related Agencies, on the Department of Commerce,
10 a.m., 2359 Rayburn.

April 28, Subcommittee on Financial Services, General
Government and Related Agencies, on Member Requests,
10 a.m., 2362—B Rayburn.

April 28, Subcommittee on Interior, Environment and
Related Agencies, on Public Witnesses, 9:30 a.m., B—308
Rayburn.

April 28, Subcommittee on Legislative Branch, on
GAO, and Office of Compliance, 1 p.m., H-144 Capitol.

April 29, Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies, on NASA, 10 a.m., 2359
Rayburn.

April 29, Subcommittee on Financial Services, General
Government and Related Agencies, on the FCC, 10 a.m.,
B-308 Rayburn.

April 29, Subcommittee on Legislative Branch, on the
Library of Congress and Open World Leadership Center,
1:30 p.m., H-144 Capitol.

Committee on Armed Services, April 28, Subcommittee on
Oversight and Investigations, hearing on the Acquisition
Workforce: Merely a Business Expense or a Force Multi-
plier for the Warfighter? 10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn.

April 29, full Committee, hearing on Effective Coun-
terinsurgency: The Administration’s Perspective on the
Future of the U.S.-Pakistan Military Partnership, 1 p.m.,
2118 Rayburn.

April 29, Subcommittee on Military Personnel, hearing
on Military Health System: Health Affairs/TRICARE
Management Activity Organization, 10 a.m., 2118 Ray-
burn.

April 30, full Committee, hearing on reform of major
weapons systems acquisition and related legislative pro-
posals, 10 a.m., 2118 Rayburn.

April 30, Subcommittee on Strategic Forces, hearing
on space system acquisitions and the industrial base, 1
p.m., 2212 Rayburn.

Committee on Education and Labor, April 28, hearing on
OSHA'’s Penalties Adequate to Deter Health and Safety
Violations, 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn.

April 29, full Committee, hearing on Strengthening
America’s Competitiveness through Common Academic
Standards, 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn.

April 30, Subcommittee on Workforce Protections,
hearing on Improving OSHA’s Enhanced Enforcement
Programs, 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn.

Committee on Energy and Commerce, April 27, Sub-
committee on Commerce, Trade and Consumer Protec-
tion, hearing on Examining the Status of U.S. Trade with
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Cuba and Its Impact on Economic Growth, 2 p.m., 2123
Rayburn.

May 1, Subcommittee on Commerce, Trade, and Con-
sumer Protection, hearing on The Bowl Championship
Series: Money and Other Issues of Fairness for Publicly
Financed Universities, 10 a.m., 2123 Rayburn.

May 1, Subcommittee on Communications, Technology
and the Internet, hearing on Cybersecurity: Network
Threats and Policy Challenges, 1 p.m., 2322 Rayburn.

Committee on Financial Services, April 28 to consider the
following measures: H.R. 1327, Iran Sanctions Enabling
Act of 2009; and H.R. 1728, Mortgage Reform and
Anti-Predatory Lending Act, 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn.

Committee on Foreign Affairs, April 29, hearing on From
Strategy to Implementation: The Future of the U.S.-Paki-
stan Relationship, 1:30 p.m., 2172 Rayburn.

April 30, Subcommittee on International Organiza-
tions, Human Rights, and Oversight, hearing on Inter-
national Efforts to Combat Maritime Piracy, 1 p.m., 2172
Rayburn.

Committee on Homeland Security, April 29, briefing on
Transportation Worker Identification Card, 10 a.m.,
2311 Cannon.

April 30, Subcommittee on Border, Maritime, and
Global Counterterrorism, briefing to provide an update
on the Department of Homeland Security’s efforts to
combat violence in the U.S.-Mexico border region, 10
a.m., 1539 Longworth.

April 30, Subcommittee on Emergency Communica-
tions, Preparedness and Response, briefing on the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s progress on the issue of
interoperable emergency communications, 9 a.m., 311
Cannon.

Committee on House Administration, April 29, hearing on
Library of Congress IT Strategic Planning, 11 a.m., 1310
Longworth.

Committee on the Judiciary, April 28, to mark up the fol-
lowing bills: H.R. 1748, Fight Fraud Act of 2009; H.R.
1788, False Claims Act Correction Act of 2009; H.R.
1676, PACT Act, H.R. 1667, War Profiteering Preven-
tion Act of 2009; and H.R. 1741, Witness Security and
Protection Grant Program Act of 2009, 10:15 a.m., 2141
Rayburn.

April 28, Subcommittee on Courts and Competition
Policy, hearing on Bye Bye Bargains? Retail Price Fixing,
the Leegin Decision, and Its Impact on Consumer Prices,
3 p.m., 2141 Rayburn.

April 30, full Committee, hearing on H.R. 1260, Pat-
ent Reform Act of 2009, 10 a.m., 2141 Rayburn.

Committee on Natural Resources, April 28, Subcommittee
on Water and Power, oversight hearing entitled “Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act Funds for the Bu-
reau of Reclamation and the Water Resources Division of
the United States Geological Survey (USGS),” 10 a.m.,
1324 Longworth.

April 29, full Committee, to mark up the following
bills: H.R. 1018, To amend the Wild and Free-Roaming
Horses and Burros Act to improve the management and
long-term health of wild and free-roaming horses and
burros, and for other purposes; and H.R. 689, To inter-
change the administrative jurisdiction of certain Federal
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lands between the Forest Services and the Bureau of Land
Management, and for other purposes, 10 a.m., 1324
Longworth.

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, April 28,
Subcommittee on Government Management, Organiza-
tion and Procurement, oversight hearing on U.S. Agency
for International Development: Management Challenges
and Strategic Objectives, 9 a.m., 2154 Rayburn.

April 29, Subcommittee on Federal Workforce, Postal
Service and the District of Columbia, oversight hearing
on the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Authority
(WMATA), 10 a.m., 2154 Rayburn.

April 29, Subcommittee on National Security, hearing
entitled “National Security Implications of U.S. Policy
toward Cuba,” 2 p.m., 2154 Rayburn.

April 30, full Committee, hearing on H.R. 1507,
Whistleblower Protection Enhancement Act of 2009, 10
a.m., 2154 Rayburn.

Committee on Rules, April 28, to consider H.R. 1913,
Local Law Enforcement Hate Crimes Prevention Act of
2009, 1 p.m., H-313 Capitol.

Committee on Science and Technology, April 28, Sub-
committee on Energy and Environment, hearing on Push-
ing the Efficiency Envelope: R&D for High-Performance
Buildings, Industries and Consumers, 10 a.m., 2318 Ray-
burn.

April 28, Subcommittee on Space and Aeronautics,
hearing on Keeping the Space Environment Safe for Civil
and Commercial Users, 2 p.m., 2318 Rayburn.

April 29, full Committee, to mark up the following:
the Networking and Information Technology Research
and Development Act of 2009; H.R. 1736, International
Science and Technology Cooperation Act of 2009; and
H.R. 1709, STEM Education Coordination Act of 2009,
10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn.

April 30, Subcommittee on Investigations and Over-
sight, hearing on the Role of Science in Regulatory Re-
form, 10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn.

Committee on Small Business, April 29, hearing entitled
“Climate Change Solutions for Small Businesses and Fam-
ily Farmers,” 1 p.m., 2360 Rayburn.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —DAILY DIGEST

D449

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, April 28,
Subcommittee on Highways and Transit, hearing on
High Priority Project Program, 10 a.m., 2167 Rayburn.

April 29, full Committee, hearing on Recovery Act:
10-Week Progress Report for Transportation and Infra-
structure Programs, 11 a.m., 2167 Rayburn.

April 30, Subcommittee on Water Resources and Envi-
ronment, hearing on Coal Combustion Waste Storage and
Water Quality, 10 a.m., 2167 Rayburn.

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, April 28, Subcommittee
on Oversight and Investigations, hearing on Leaving No
One Behind: Is the Federal Recovery Coordination Pro-
gram Working? 10 a.m., 334 Cannon.

April 29, full Committee, hearing on Funding the VA
of the Future, 10 a.m., 334 Cannon.

April 30, Subcommittee on Health, hearing on Chart-
ing the VA’s Progress on Meeting the Mental Health
Needs of Our Veterans: Discussion of Funding, Mental
Health Strategic Plan, and the Uniform Mental Health
Services Handbook, 10 a.m., 334 Cannon.

Committee on Ways and Means, April 28, Subcommittee
on Social Security, oversight hearing on the Social Secu-
rity Administration’s provisions in the American Recov-
ery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, 2 p.m., B-318 Ray-
burn.

April 29, full Committee, to continue hearings on
Health Reform in the 21st Century: Employer Sponsored
Insurance, 10 a.m., 1100 Longworth.

Joint Meetings

Joint Economic Committee: April 28, to hold hearings to
examine new evidence on the persistence of the gender
pay gap, 10 a.m., 2172-RHOB.

Joint Economic Committee: April 30, to hold hearings to
examine the economic outlook, 10 a.m., 210-CHOB.

Conference: April 27, meeting of conferees on S. Con.
Res. 13, setting forth the congressional budget for the
U.S. Government for fiscal year 2010, revising the appro-
priate budgetary levels for fiscal year 2009, and setting
forth the appropriate budgetary levels for fiscal years
2011 through 2014, 1 p.m., S-115, Capitol.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
2 p.m., Monday, April 27 12:30 p.m., Monday, April 27
Senate Chamber House Chamber

Program for Monday: After the transaction of any  Program for Monday: To be announced.
morning business (not to extend beyond 4:20 p.m.), Sen-

ate will resume consideration of S. 386, Fraud Enforce-

ment and Recovery Act, and after a period of debate, vote

on the motion to invoke cloture on the committee

amendment in the nature of a substitute at 5:20 p.m.
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